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The  United  States  of  America 

PROHIBITION  AND  LICENSE  THROUGHOUT  THE  UNITED 
STATES 

On  March  1,  1917,  25  states  with  an  aggregate  population  of 
35,380,568,  according  to  the  1910  census,  had  adopted  Prohibition 
of  the  sale  of  intoxicating  liquors  for  beverage  purposes.  These 
states  were:  Alabama,  Arizona,  Arkansas,  Colorado,  Georgia, 

Idaho,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Maine,  Michigan,  Mississippi, 
Montana,  Nebraska,  North  Carolina,  North  Dakota,  Oklahoma, 
Oregon,  South  Carolina,  South  Dakota,  Tennessee,  Utah,  Virginia. 
Washington  and  West  Virginia. 

Of  these  states,  nine  were  under  Prohibition  prior  to  January 
1,  1915.  They  were:  Maine,  Kansas,  North  Dakota,  Georgia, 

North  Carolina,  Oklahoma,  Mississippi,  Tennessee  and  West  Vir- 
ginia. The  aggregate  population  of  these  nine  states,  according 
to  the  1910  census,  was  14,685,961.  On  January  1,  1915,  the  Pro- 
hibition amendment  to  the  state  constitution  of  Arizona  went 
into  effect.  Since  that  time,  Prohibition  laws  have  gone  into 
operation  in  the  states  of  Alabama,  Arkansas,  Colorado,  Idaho, 
Iowa,  Oregon,  South  Carolina,  Virginia  and  Washington. 

In  the  fall  election  of  1916  the  states  of  Michigan,  Montana, 
Nebraska  and  South  Dakota  were  added  to  the  list  of  Prohibition 
states. 

The  Legislatures  which  convened  early  in  1917  in  the  states 
of  Indiana  and  Utah  enacted  statutory  Prohibition  laws,  thus 
bringing  the  number  of  Prohibition  states  to  25.  The  Prohibi- 
tion provisions  have  already  gone  into  operation  in  19  of  the 
25  states.  In  the  other  six  which  have  adopted  the  Prohibition 
policy,  the  law  becomes  operative  as  follows:  Indiana,  April  2, 

1918;  Michigan,  May  1,  1918;  Montana,  December  31,  1918;  Ne- 
braska, May  1,  1217;  South  Dakota,  July  1,  1917;  Utah,  August 
1,  1917. 

Prior  to  January  1,  1915,  the  following  states  were  under 
some  form  of  local  option:  Alabama,  Arizona,  California,  Colo- 
rado, Connecticut,  Delaware,  Florida,  Idaho,  Illinois,  Indiana, 
Kentucky,  Louisiana,  Maryland,  Massachusetts,  Michigan,  Min- 
nesota, Missouri,  Montana,  Nebraska,  New  Hampshire,  New  York, 
Ohio,  Oregon,  Rhode  Island,  South  Carolina,  Texas,  Utah,  Ver- 
mont, Washington  and  Wisconsin. 

In  South  Dakota,  under  the  old  law,  all  sections  of  the 
state  were  under  Prohibition  except  political  subdivisions  where 
a majority  of  the  electors  indicated  that  they  did  not  wish  the 
Prohibition  law  to  apply.  Similar  laws  were  in  operation  in 
Arkansas  and  Iowa  prior  to  the  adoption  of  state-wide  Prohi- 
bition. 

Wyoming  and  New  Mexico  have  prohibited  the  sale  of  liquors 
in  all  sections  except  certain  classes  of  incorporated  munici- 
palities. 

The  states  of  Pennsylvania,  New  Jersey  and  Nevada  are 
under  license,  not  even  a general  local  option  law  being  operative 
in  these  three  commonwealths. 

The  United  States  government  has  prohibited  the  liquor 
traffic  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  in  Alaska,  in  the  Indian  coun- 
tries, in  certain  other  portions  of  the  territories,  in  military  forts 
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and  reservations,  in  the  United  States  Navy,  and  in  national  and 
state  Soldiers’  Homes,  as  well  as  in  other  specific  areas  under 
federal  control.  The  United  States  government,  moreover,  has 
prohibited  the  shipment  of  intoxicating  liquors  though  the  mails 
and  has  prohibited  the  use  of  the  mails  for  the  carrying  of  letters, 
circulars,  or  advertisements  of  any  character  soliciting  or  adver- 
tising intoxicating  liquors  in  states  where  the  sale  of  such  liquors 
has  been  prohibited  by  law. 

As  a result  of  the  operation  of  the  several  state  and  national 
no-license  and  Prohibition  laws,  more  than  55,000,000  of  the 
population  of  the  United  States  were  living  under  Prohibition 
and  more  than  60  per  cent  of  the  entire  area  of  the  nation  was 
Prohibition  territory,  on  March  1,  1917. 

National  Prohibition  by  Constitutional  Amendment 

While  the  joint  resolution  providing  for  the  submission  of 
a prohibitory  amendment  to  the  constitution  of  the  United  States 
was  not  voted  upon  by  either  the  Senate  or  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, during  the  Sixty-fourth  Congress,  the  consideration 
which  was  given  the  measure  in  both  houses  of  Congress  indi- 
cates a stronger  sentiment  in  favor  of  such  a resolution  on  the 
part  of  both  Senators  and  Congressmen  than  ever  before., 

A Joint  Resolution,  calling  for  the  submission  of  a prohibitory 
amendment  to  the  Federal  Constitution  was  introduced  in  both 
houses  of  the  Sixty-Fourth  Congress  which  convened  in  Decem- 
ber, 1915.  The  resolutions  were  presented  in  the  Senate  by 
Senator  Morris  Sheppard,  of  Texas,  and  by  Senator  J.  H.  Gal- 
linger,  of  New  Hampshire.  In  the  House  the  resolutions  were 
introduced  by  Representative  Edwin  Y.  Webb,  of  North  Carolina, 
and  Representative  A.  T.  Smith,  of  Idaho.  These  resolutions 
were  referred  to  the  Judiciary  Committee  of  the  Senate  and 
House  respectively.  A majority  of  the  members  of  both  the 
House  Judiciary  Committee  and  the  Senate  Judiciary  Commit- 
tee are  reported  as  favorable  to  the  submission  of  such  an 
amendment  to  the  Legislatures  of  the  several  states,  indicating 
that  the  Joint  Resolution  will  be  undoubtedly  reported  to  the 
House  and  the  Senate  for  action  during  the  present  Congress. 
The  resolution  as  presented  by  Senator  Sheppard  in  the  Senate 
and  Mr.  Webb  in  the  House,  was  as  follows: 

JOINT  RESOLUTION 

Proposing  an  Amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States 

Resolved  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  of  the  United  States 
of  America  in  Congress  assembled  (two-thirds  of  each  House  concurring 
therein).  That  the  following  amendment  of  the  constitution  be,  and  hereby  is, 
proposed  to  the  states,  to  become  valid  as  a part  of  the  constitution  when 
ratified  by  the  Legislatures  of  the  several  states  as  provided  by  the  constitution: 
ARTICLE  

Section  1.  The  sale,  manufacture  for  sale,  transportation  for  sale,  impor- 
tation for  sale  of  intoxicating  liquors  for  beverage  purposes  in  the  United 
States  and  all  territory  subject  to  the  jurisdiction  thereof,  and  exportation 
thereof  are  forever  prohibited. 

Section  2.  The  Congress  or  the  states  shall  have  power  independently  or 
concurrently  to  enforce  this  article  by  all  needful  legislation. 

The  resolutions  presented  by  Senator  Gallinger  of  the  Senate 
and  Representative  Smith  of  Idaho  in  the  House  were  in  all 
essentials  practically  the  same  as  the  above  resolution. 
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On  December  14,  1916,  the  House  Judiciary  Committee,  to 
which  the  National  Prohibition  Resolution  had  been  referred  for 
consideration,  reported  favorably  on  the  measure,  recommending 
it  for  passage  by  the  House.  The  vote  in  the  House  committee 
for  favorable  recommendation  was  12  to  7.  It  was  known  as 
House  Joint  Resolution  No.  84.  The  wording  of  the  resolution, 
as  recommended  by  the  Judiciary  Committee  of  the  House,  is  as 
follows: 

JOINT  RESOLUTION 

Proposing  an  amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States. 

Resolved  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  of  the  United  States 
of  America  in  Congress  assembled  (two-thirds  of  each  house  concurring 
therein),  That  the  following  amendment  to  the  constitution  be,  and  hereby  is, 
proposed  to  the  states,  to  become  valid  as  a part  of  the  constitution  when  rati- 
fied by  the  Legislatures  of  the  several  states  as  provided  by  the  constitution : 
ARTICLE  

Section  1.  That  the  sale,  manufacture  for  sale,  transportation  for  sale, 
and  importation  for  sale  of  intoxicating  liquors  for  beverage  purposes  in  the 
United  States  and  all  territory  subject  to  the  jurisdiction  thereof,  and  exporta- 
tion thereof,  are  forever  prohibited. 

Section  2.  That  the  Congress  and  the  states  shall  have  power  inde- 
pendently or  concurrently  to  enforce  this  article  by  all  needful  legislation. 

The  recommendation  made  by  the  committee  through  Mr. 
Carlin  to  accompany  the  House  Joint  Resolution  when  it  was 
placed  on  the  House  calendar  is  as  follows: 

The  Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  to  whom  was  referred  the  joint  resolution 
of  the  House,  No.  84,  proposing  an  amendment  to  the  constitution  of  the 
United  States,  providing  for  the  Prohibition  of  the  alcoholic  liquor  traffic  for 
beverage  purposes,  have  considered  the  same  and  report  the  joint  resolution 
back  favorably  apd  recommend  its  passage,  thereby  submitting  the  proposed 
amendment  to  the  Legislatures  of  the  states  for  their  action  with  a view  to 
the  ratification  thereof,  as  provided  by  the  constitution. 

Leaving  out  of  consideration  the  merits  of  the  Prohibition  policy  of  deal- 
ing with  the  alcoholic  liquor  traffic,  when  more  than  half  of  the  states  in  the 
Union  have  declared  in  favor  of  Prohibition;  when  85  per  cent  of  the  territory 
of  the  United  States  has  outlawed  the  saloon,  and  more  than  60  per  cent  of 
the  population  lives  in  such  territory;  and  when  approximately  10,000,000  of 
our  people  residing  in  all  sections  of  the  Union  have  petitioned  directly  for 
the  passage  of  this  resolution,  your  committee  is  of  the  opinion  and  feels  that 
it  is  incumbent  upon  the  Congress  to  submit  the  issue  to  the  states  in  the 
manner  requested  as  prescribed  by  the  terms  of  the  constitution  itself. 

Your  committee  cannot  conceive  of  any  good  reason,  therefore,  why  the 
states  should  be  denied  longer  an  opportunity  to  pass  upon  the  desirability  of 
of  thus  amending  the  constitution.  It  can  not  be  adopted  until  three-fourths 
of  the  states  have  affirmatively  approved  it.  If  it  is  not  desired,  13  states  of 
the  Union  can  prevent  its  adoption ; but  if,  on  the  other  hand,  36  states  desire 
such  change,  they  should  have  the  right  to  make  it,  and  it  would  appear  to 
your  committee  that  the  question  is  now  one  of  sufficient  importance  to  be 
submitted  to  them  so  that  they  may  pass  upon  it. 

On  December  21,  1916,  the  Judiciary  Committee  of  the  Senate 
by  a vote  of  13  to  3 favorably  reported  to  the  United  States 
Senate  t.he  National  Prohibition  Resolution  known  as  Senate 
Joint  Resolution  No.  55.  The  Senate  committee  made  certain 
changes  in  the  resolution  as  it  was  introduced  in  the  Senate  by 
Mr.  Sheppard  on  December  16,  1915,  so  that  the  measure,  as 
finally  reported  to  the  Senate,  was  as  follows: 

JOINT  RESOLUTION 

Proposing  an  amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States 

Resolved  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  of  the  United  States 
of  America  in  Congress  assembled  (two-thirds  of  each  House  concurring 
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therein),  That  the  following  amendment  of  the  constitution  be,  and  hereby  is, 
proposed  to  the  states,  to  become  valid  as  a part  of  the  constitution  when  rati- 
fied by  the  Legislatures  of  the  several  states  as  provided  by  the  constitution : 

ARTICLE  

Section  1.  The  sale,  manufacture  or  transportation  of  intoxicating  liquors 
within,  the  importation  thereof  into,  and  the  exportation  thereof  from,  the 
United  States  and  all  territory  subject  to  the  jurisdiction  thereof  for  beverage 
purposes  are  hereby  prohibited. 

Section  2.  The  Congress  shall  have  power  to  enforce  this  article  by 
appropriate  legislation. 

While  these  joint  resolutions  were  thus  favorably  recom- 
mended for  passage  by  both  the  Judiciary  Committee  of  the 
House  and  the  Judiciary  Committee  of  the  Senate  and  were 
placed  on  the  calendar  of  the  House  and  Senate  respectively, 
they  were  not  brought  to  a vote  in  either  House  during  the  Sixty- 
fourth  Congress.  A similar  resolution,  however,  will  be  intro- 
duced in  both  houses  of  the  Sixty-fifth  Congress  early  in  the  first 
session. 

In  the  second  session  of  the  Sixty-Third  Congress  the  Judici- 
ary Committee  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  to  which  had 
been  referred  the  Anti-Saloon  League’s  prohibitory  resolution, 
introduced  in  the  House  by  Hon.  Richmond  P.  Hobson,  of  Ala- 
bama, reported  the  measure  back  to  the  House  of  Representatives 
without  recommendation,  thus  placing  on  the  calendar  of  the 
national  House  of  Representatives  for  the  first  time  in  the  history 
of  the  nation  a resolution  calling  for  the  submission  of  a 
national  Prohibition  amendment  to  the  Legislatures  of  the 
several  states. 

This  bill  remained  on  the  House  calendar  over  until  the  third 
session  of  the  Sixty-Third  Congress,  which  convened  in  Decem- 
ber, 1914.  On  December  22,  1914,  through  the  adoption  of  a 
special  rule  presented  by  the  Rules  Committee  of  the  House  of 
Representatives,  the  Hobson  Joint  Resolution  came  up  as  a 
special  order,  and  after  eight  hours  of  debate,  was  placed  on  its 
final  passage.  All  amendments  presented  in  the  interest  of 
enemies  of  the  measure  were  voted  down  by  substantial  major- 
ities, a few  minor  amendments  presented  by  Mr.  Hobson  on  behalf 
of  the  friends  of  the  measure  were  adopted,  after  which  the  final 
vote  was  taken,  resulting  in  197  votes  in  favor  of  the  measure  to 
189  votes  against  it.  Fifteen  absentees  were  paired,  ten  in  favor 
of  the  measure  and  five  against  it,  while  27  other  members  of 
the  House  did  not  vote. 

Since  the  resolution  required  a two-thirds  majority,  it  failed 
of  passage. 

The  Prohibition  resolution  as  presented  by  Mr.  Hobson  was 
as  follows: 

THE  HOBSON  RESOLUTION 

Resolved  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  of  the  United  States 
of  America  in  Congress  assembled  (two-thirds  of  each  house  concurring  there- 
in), that  the  following  amendment  of  the  constitution  be  and  is  hereby  pro- 
posed to  the  states,  to  become  valid  as  a part  of  the  constitution  when  ratified 
by  the  Legislatures  of  the  several  states  as  provided  by  the  constitution : 

ARTICLE 

Section  1.  The  sale,  manufacture  for  sale,  transportation  for  sale,  im- 
portation for  sale,  and  exportation  for  sale  of  intoxicating  liquors  for  beverage 
purposes  in  the  United  States  and  all  territory  subject  to  the  jurisdiction 
thereof,  are  forever  prohibited. 
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Section  2.  Congress  shall  have  power  to  provide  for  the  manufacture,  sale, 
importation  and  transportation  of  intoxicating  liquors  for  sacramental,  medici- 
nal, mechanical,  pharmaceutical  or  scientific  purposes,  or  for  use  in  the  arts, 
and  shall  have  power  to  enforce  this  article  by  all  needful  legislation. 

The  amendment  presented  by  Mr.  Hobson  in  behalf  of  the 
friends  of  the  measure  which  was  adopted  before  the  bill  was 
finally  placed  on  its  passage,  reads: 

Sec.  2.  The  Congress  or  the  states  shall  have  power  independently  or 
concurrently  to  enforce  this  article  by  all  needful  legislation. 

All  amendments  offered  by  the  opponents  of  the  bill  were 
voted  down. 

The  wording  of  the  resolution  as  it  was  finally  voted  upon 
by  the  House  of  Representatives: 

Resolved  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  of  the  United  States 
of  America  in  Congress  assembled  (two-thirds  of  each  House  concurring  there- 
in), that  the  following  amendment  of  the  constitution  be,  and  hereby  is,  pro- 
posed to  the  states,  to  become  valid  as  a part  of  the  constitution  when  ratified 
by  the  Legislatures  of  the  several  states  as  provided  by  the  constitution : 
ARTICLE 

Section  1.  The  sale,  manufacture  for  sale,  transportation  for  sale,  im- 
portation for  sale  of  intoxicating  liquors  for  beverage  purposes  in  the  United 
States  and  all  territory  Subject  to  the  jurisdiction  thereof  and  exportation 
thereof  are  forever  prohibited. 

Section  2.  The  Congress  or  the  states  shall  have  power  independently  or 
concurrently  to  enforce  this  article  by  all  needful  legislation. 

VOTE  BY  STATES 

The  vote  by  states,  with  political  affiliation  of  each  Repre- 
sentative, is  as  follows: 

VOTE  OF  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  ON  THE 
SHEPPARD-HOBSON  RESOLUTION 

Names  of  Democrats  in  Black;  Progressives  in  Caps.  Unless  indicated 
in  parenthesis  following  name,  all  others  are  Republicans. 

ALABAMA. — FOR:  Abercrombie;  Burnett;  Hobson;  Taylor.  AGAINST: 
Blackmon  - Dent;  Heflin;  Mulkey;  Underwood.  NOT  VOTING:  Harris, 

paired  “for.” 

ARIZONA— FOR:  Hayden. 

ARKANSAS. — FOR:  Caraway;  Floyd;  Goodwin;  Jacoway;  Oldfield; 

Taylor;  Wingo. 

CALIFORNIA. — FOR:  BELL;  Raker;  STEPHENS.  AGAINST: 

Church;  Curry;  Hayes;  Kahn;  Kent  (Ind.)  ; Kettner;  Knowland.  NOT 
VOTING:  NOLAN. 

CONNECTICUT. — AGAINST:  Donovan;  Kennedy;  Lonergan;  Mahan; 
Reilly. 

COLORADO. — FOR:  Keating;  Kindel;  Seldomridge;  Taylor. 

DELAWARE.— AGAINST:  Brockson. 

FLORIDA.— FOR:  Clark;  Sparkman.  NOT  VOTING:  L’Engle, 

paired  “for;”  Wilson. 

GEORGIA. — FOR:  Adamson;  Bell;  Crisp;  Howard;  Hughes;  Park; 

Tribble;  Walker.  AGAINST:  Bartlett;  Lee;  Vinson.  NOT  VOTING: 

Edwards. 

IDAHO. — FOR:  French;  Smith. 

ILLINOIS. — FOR:  Borchers;  Copley  (Prog.  Rep.);  Foster;  Fowler; 

HINEBAUGH;  Hoxworth;  McKenzie;  O’Hair;  Rainey;  Tavenner; 
THOMPSON.  AGAINST:  Britten;  Buchanan;  FitzHenry;  Gallagher; 

Graham;  Hill;  McAndrews;  Madden;  Mann;  Sabath ; Stone;  Stringer;  Wil- 
liams. NOT  VOTING:  Baltz,  Gormon. 

INDIANA. — AGAINST:  Adair;  Barnhart;  Cline;  Cox;  Cullop ; Dixon; 
Gray;  Korbly:  Lieb;  Morrison;  Moss;  Peterson;  Rauch. 

IOWA. — FOR:  Good;  Green;  Haugen;  Kennedy;  Kirkpatrick;  Prouty ; 

Towner;  Woods.  AGAINST:  Scott;  Vollmer.  NOT  VOTING:  Connolly. 
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KANSAS. — FOR:  Anthony;  Campbell;  Connelly;  Doolittle;  Helver- 
ing; Taggart.  NOT  VOTING:  MURDOCK;  Neely,  paired  “for.” 

KENTUCKY.— FOR:  Barkley;  Fields;  Helm;  Johnson;  Langley; 

Powers;  Thomas.  AGAINST:  Cantrill;  Rouse;  Sherley;  Stanley. 

LOUISIANA.— FOR:  Watkins.  AGAINST:  Aswell;  Broussard; 

Dupre;  Estopinal;  Lazaro;  Morgan.  NOT  VOTING:  Elder. 

MAIIJE.— FOR:  Hinds;  Peters.  AGAINST:  McGillicuddy.  NOT 

VOTING:  Guernsey,  paired  “for.” 

MARYLAND. — FOR:  Lewis;  Smith.  AGAINST:  Coady;  Linthicum; 

Price;  Talbott. 

MASSACHUSETTS.— FOR:  Dietrick.  AGAINST:  Gallivan;  Gard- 

ner; Gillett;  Gilmore;  Greene;  Mitchell;  Paige;  Phelan;  Roberts;  Rogers; 
Thacher;  Treadway;  Winslow. 

MICHIGAN. — FOR:  Cramton ; Fordney;  Hamilton;  Kelley;  Lindquist; 

MACDONALD;  McLaughlin;  Mapes;  Smith,  J.  M.  C. ; Smith,  Samuel  W. ; 
WOODRUFF.  AGAINST:  Beakes;  Doremus. 

MINNESOTA. — FOR:  Anderson;  Lindbergh;  Steenerson ; Volstead. 

AGAINST:  Davis;  Hammond;  Manahan ; Miller;  Smith;  Stevens. 

MISSISSIPPI. — FOR:  Candler;  Collier;  Harrison;  Humphreys;  Quin; 

Sisson;  Stephens.  AGAINST:  Witherspoon. 

MISSOURI. — FOR:  Alexander;  Borland;  Decker;  Dickinson;  Hamlin; 

Hensley;  Lloyd;  Rubey;  Rucker;  Russell;  Shackleford.  AGAINST:  Bar- 
tholdt ; Booher;  Gill;  Igoe. 

MONTANA.— FOR:  Evans;  Stout. 

NEBRASKA. — FOR:  Barton;  Kinkaid ; Sloan.  AGAINST:  Lobeck; 

Maguire;  Stephens. 

NEVADA.— AGAINST:  Roberts. 

NEW  HAMPSHIRE.— AGAINST:  Reed;  Stevens. 

NEW  JERSEY. — FOR:  Baker.  AGAINST:  Browning;  Drukker ; 

Eagan;  Hamill;  Hart;  Kinkead;  Parker;  Scully;  Tuttle;  Walsh.  NOT 
VOTING:  Townsend. 

NEW  MEXICO.— FOR:  Fergusson. 

NEW  YORK. — FOR:  Dunn;  Hamilton;  Wallin.  AGAINST:  Brown; 

Bruckner;  Cantor;  Carew;  CHANDLER;  Clancy;  Conry;  Dale;  Danforth ; 
Dooling;  Driscoll;  Fitzgerald;  George;  Goldfogle;  Goulden;  Griffin;  Levy; 
Loft;  Maher;  Mott;  O’Brien;  Oglesby;  O’Leary;  Parker;  Patten;  Platt; 
Riordan;  Smith;  Talcott;  Underhill;  Wilson.  NOT  VOTING:  Calder ; 

Fairchild,  paired  “against;”  Gittins;  McClellan;  Metz;  Taylor;  Ten  Eyck. 

NORTH  CAROLINA.— FOR:  Faison;  Gudger;  Kitchin;  Page;  Sted- 

man;  Webb.  AGAINST:  Pou.  NOT  VOTING:  Doughton,  paired  “for;” 
Godwin;  Small,  paired  “against.” 

NORTH  DAKOTA. — FOR:  Helgesen ; Norton;  Young. 

OHIO. — FOR:  Fess;  Francis;  Post;  Switzer;  White;  Willis.  AGAINST: 
Allen;  Bathrick ; Bowdle ; Bulkley;  Crosser;  Gard ; Goeke ; Gordon;  Key; 
Sherwood;  Whitacre.  NOT  VOTING:  Ansberry;  Ashbrook;  Brumbaugh; 

Claypool. 

OKLAHOMA. — FOR:  Carter;  Ferris;  Morgan;  Murray;  Thompson; 

Weaver.  NOT  VOTING:  Davenport,  paired  “for;”  McGuire,  paired  “for.” 
OREGON. — FOR:  Hawley;  Lafferty  (Prog.  Rep.);  Sinnott. 

PENNSYLVANIA.— FOR:  Brodbeck;  Butler;  Carr;  Dershem;  Dif- 

fenderfer;  Farr  (Prog.  Rep.);  Griest ; HULINGS;  Kiester ; KELLY;  Kiess ; 
Kreider;  Langham ; LEWIS;  Patton;  Rupley ; Shreve ; TEMPLE;  WAL- 
TERS. AGAINST:  Bailey;  Barchfeld ; Casey;  Donohoe;  Edmonds;  Lee; 

Lesher;  Moore;  Morin;  Palmer;  Porter.  NOT  VOTING:  Ainey,  paired 

“for;”  Burke,  paired  “against;”  Graham;  Logue;  Rothermel;  Vare. 
RHODE  ISLAND.— AGAINST:  Gerry;  Kennedy;  O’Shaunessy. 

SOUTH  CAROLINA. — FOR:  Aiken;  Byrnes;  Finley;  Johnson;  Lever; 
Ragsdale ; Whaley. 

SOUTH  DAKOTA.— FOR:  Burke,  Dillon.  NOT  VOTING:  Martin, 

paired  “for.” 

TENNESSEE.— FOR:  Austin;  Byrns;  Houston;  Hull;  McKellar; 

Moon;  Padgett;  Sells;  Sims.  NOT  VOTING:  Garrett,  paired  “for.” 

TEXAS.— FOR:  Garrett;  Smith;  Stevens;  Young.  AGAINST:  Buch- 

anan; Burgess;  Callaway;  Dies;  Eagle;  Garner;  Hardy;  Henry;  Rayburn; 


NATIONAL  PROHIBITION 


11 


Slayden;  Sumners;  Vaughan..  NOT  VOTING:  Beall;  Gregg,  paired 

“against.” 

UTAH. — AGAINST:  Howell;  Johnson. 

VERMONT.— FOR:  Plumley.  AGAINST:  Greene. 

VIRGINIA. — FOR:  Flood;  Glass;  Hay;  Holland;  Jones;  Saunders; 
Slemp ; Watson.  AGAINST:  Carlin;  Montague. 

WASHINGTON. — FOR:  BRYAN;  FALCONER;  Humphrey;  John- 

son; La  Follette. 

WEST  VIRGINIA.— FOR:  Avis;  Moss;  Neely;  Sutherland.  NOT 
VOTING:  Brown.  Hughes. 

WISCONSIN. — FOR:  Nelson.  AGAINST:  Browne;  Burke;  Cary; 

Cooper;  Esch;  Frear;  Lenroot ; Reilly;  Stafford.  NOT  VOTING:  Konop, 

paired  “against.” 

WYOMING.— FOR:  Mondell. 


SUMMARY  OF  THE  VOTE  IN  THE  U.  S.  HOUSE  OF  REPRE- 
SENTATIVES ON  THE  PROHIBITION  AMENDMENT 

States  which  were  solid  for  the  bill:  Arizona,  Arkansas, 

Colorado,  Idaho,  Kansas,  Montana,  New  Mexico,  North  Dakota, 
Oklahoma,  Oregon,  South  Carolina,  South  Dakota,  Tennessee, 
Washington,  Wyoming.  Total,  15. 

States  three-fourths  or  more  of  whose  Representatives  voted 
for  the  bill:  Florida,  Iowa,  Maine,  Michigan,  Mississippi,  Vir- 

ginia, and  the  above  15.  Total,  21. 

States  two-thirds  or  more  of  whose  Representatives  voted 
for  the  bill:  Georgia,  Missouri,  North  Carolina,  West  Virginia, 

and  above  21.  Total,  25. 

States  a majority  or  more  of  whose  Representatives  voted  for 
the  bill:  Kentucky,  Pennsylvania,  and  above  25.  Total,  27. 

States  whose  Representatives  divided  half  and  half.  Alabama, 
Nebraska,  Vermont. 

States  50  per  cent  or  more  of  whose  Representatives  voted 
for  the  bill:  Total  number  30. 

States  whose  Representatives  voted  solid  against  the  bill: 
Connecticut,  Delaware,  Indiana,  Nevada,  New  Hampshire, 
Rhode  Island,  Utah.  Total,  7. 

States  three-fourths  or  more  of  whose  Representatives  voted 
against  the  bill:  Louisiana,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  Wisconsin, 
and  above  7.  Total,  11. 

States  two-thirds  or  more  of  whose  Representatives  voted 
against  the  bill:  California,  Maryland,  Massachusetts,  Texas, 

and  above  11.  Total,  15. 

States  a majority  of  whose  Representatives  voted  against  the 
bill:  Illinois,  Minnesota,  Ohio,  and  above  15.  Total,  18. 


PROHIBITION  FOR  THE  DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA 

The  passage  in  the  closing  days  of  the  Sixty-fourth  Congress 
of  the  law  prohibiting  the  sale  of  intoxicating  liquors  in  the  city 
of  Washington,  D.  C.,  and  throughout  the  District  of  Columbia 
undoubtedly  marked  the  greatest  single  advance  thus  far  in  the 
way  of  federal  legislation  toward  the  Prohibition  of  the  sale  of 
intoxicating  liquors  throughout  the  United  States.  It  also  marked 
the  successful  culmination  of  a long,  hard  fight  which  the  Prohi- 
bition forces  of  the  nation  have  been  making  during  several 
sessions  of  Congress  in  the  interest  of  a saloonless  national 
capital. 
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A bill  providing  for  the  absolute  Prohibition  of  the  sale  of 
intoxicating  liquors  in  the  District  of  Columbia  was  introduced 
early  in  the  first  session  of  the  Sixty-Fourth  Congress  by  Senator 
Morris  Sheppard,  of  Texas.  The  bill  was  submitted  to  the 
District  of  Columbia  committee,  and  after  due  consideration 
reported  back  to  the  Senate  and  placed  on  the  calendar  pending 
future  action. 

A strenuous  but  unsuccessful  effort  was  made  by  the  temper- 
ance forces  of  the  United  States  Senate  in  the  third  session  of  the 
Sixty-Third  Congress  to  secure  the  enactment  of  a prohibitory 
law  for  the  District  of  Columbia  by  means  of  a “rider”  on  the 
District  appropriation  bill. 

An  amendment  to  the  District  bill  providing  for  Prohibition 
in  the  District  of  Columbia,  was  offered  by  Senator  Morris 
Sheppard,  of  Texas.  Consideration  of  an  amendment  in  connec- 
tion with  an  appropriation  bill  is  usually  secured  by  unanimous 
consent.  It  was  apparent  that  unanimous  consent  in  the  Senate 
on  this  proposition  would  be  impossible,  and  another  method  of 
procedure  was  adopted. 

On  January  11,  1915,  Senator  Sheppard  gave  notice  that 
in  accordance  with  Senate  Rule  No.  40,  it  was  his  intentiop  to 
move  to  suspend  paragraph  3 of  Rule  16  for  the  purpose  of 
offering  an  amendment  to  the  District  appropriation  bill.  Since 
such  notice  of  suspension  is  required  to  be  given  in  writing  one 
day  in  advance,  Senator  Sheppard  gave  notice  that  he  would 
call  up  the  matter  on  the  following  day.  On  Tuesday  the  motion 
was  accordingly  called  up  by  Senator  Sheppard  for  the  adoption 
of  his  motion  to  suspend  the  rule.  Senator  Smith,  of  Georgia, 
supported  by  other  Senators,  objected  to  this  without  first  re- 
ferring to  the  Committee  on  Rules  and  moved  that  such  refer- 
ence be  made.  Senator  Smith’s  motion  was  adopted  by  a vote 
of  thirty-seven  to  thirty-four,  twenty-five  Senators  not  voting. 

The  Rules  Committee  met  promptly,  agreed  upon  and  re- 
ported the  motion  to  the  Senate.  On  Wednesday  Senator  Shep- 
pard moved  adoption  of  the  motion  reported  by  the  Committee 
on  Rules.  Strenuous  objection  was  made  to  its  consideration,  the 
leaders  of  the  opposition  being  Senators  Stone  of  Missouri,  Hitch- 
cock of  Nebraska,  James  of  Kentucky,  Smoot  of  Utah,  Thomas  of 
Colorado  and  O’Gorman  of  New  York;  while  the  leaders  in  favor 
were  Senators  Sheppard  of  Texas,  Vardaman  of  Mississippi  and 
Cummins  of  Iowa. 

Procedure  under  this  rule  had  previously  been  upon  merely  a 
majority  vote.  In  this  instance  a majority  voted  in  favor  of  con- 
sideration, whereupon  the  opponents  of  Prohibition  in  the  District 
fought  for  a construction  of  the  rule  to  require  a two- thirds  vote, 
and  after  about  two  hours  of  spirited  debate  the  yeas  and  nays 
were  taken.  The  leaders  in  the  effort  to  make  it  more  difficult  to 
take  up  the  Prohibition  question  were  Senators  Lodge  of  Mas- 
sachusetts, James  of  Kentucky,  Hardwick  of  Georgia,  Clark  of 
Wyoming,  Townsend  of  Michigan,  Smith  of  Georgia,  Root  of  New 
York  and  Shively  of  Indiana.  Among  the  friends  of  Prohibition 
who  led  in  defense  of  Senator  Sheppard’s  motion  and  a fair 
construction  of  the  rule  were  Senators  Swanson  of  Virginia, 
Gallinger  of  New  Hampshire,  Owen  of  Oklahoma,  Vardaman  of 
Mississippi,  Walsh  of  Montana  and  others.  The  vote  on  the 
requirement  of  two-thirds  was: 
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YEAS : Bankhead,  Ala. ; Brandegee,  Conn. ; Bryan,  Fla. ; Burton,  O. ; 

Camden,  Ky. ; Clark,  Wyo. ; Culberson,  Tex.;  Dillingham,  Vt. ; Du  Pont, 
Del. ; Goff,  W.  Va. ; Hardwick,  Ga. ; Hitchcock,  Nebr. ; Hughes,  N,  J. ; 
James,  Ky. ; Kern,  Ind. ; La  Follette,  Wis. ; Lodge,  Mass.;  McLean,  Conn.; 
Martine,  N.  J. ; O’ Gorman,  N.  Y. ; Oliver,  Pa.;  Overman,  N.  C. ; Page,  Vt. ; 
Perkins,  Cal. ; Pomerene,  O. ; Ransdell,  La. ; Reed,  Mo. ; Robinson,  Ark. ; 
Root,  N.  Y. ; Saulsbury,  Del. ; Shafroth,  Colo. ; Shively,  Ind. ; Simmons,  N. 
C. ; Smith,  Ga. ; Smith,  Md. ; Smoot,  Utah. ; Stephenson,  Wis. ; Stone,  Mo. ; 
Sutherland,  Utah.;  Tillman,  S.  C. ; Weeks,  Mass.  Total,  41. 

NAYS:  Ashurst,  Ariz. ; Brady,  Ida.;  Bristow,  Kans. ; Burleigh,  Me.; 

Chamberlain,  Ore. ; Clapp,  * Minn. ; Crawford,  S.  Dak. ; Cummins,  la. ; Gal- 
linger,  N.  H. ; Gore,  Okla. ; Gronna,  N.  Dak.;  Hollis,  N.  H. ; Johnson,  Me.; 
Jones,  Wash.;  Kenyon,  la.;  Lane,  Ore.;  Lea,  Tenn. ; Lee,  Md. ; Myers, 
Mont.;  Norris,  Nebr.;  Pittman,  Nev. ; Poindexter,  Wash.;  Sheppard,  Texas; 
Sherman,  111.;  Sterling,  S.  Dak.;  Swanson,  Va. ; Thomas,  Colo.;  Thompson, 
Kans.;  Thornton,  La.;  Townsend,  Mich.;  Vardaman,  Miss.;  Walsh,  Mont.; 
White,  Ala. ; Works,  Cal.  Total,  34. 

NOT  VOTING:  Borah,  Ida.;  Catron,  N.  Mex. ; Chilton,  W.  Va. ; 

Clarke,  Ark. ; Colt,  R.  I. ; Fall,  N.  Mex. ; Fletcher,  Fla. ; Lewis,  111. ; Lippitt, 
R.  I.;  McCumber,  N.  Dak.;  Martin,  Va. ; Nelson,  Minn.  ; Newlands,  Nev.; 
Owen,  Okla.;  Penrose,  Pa.;  Shields,  Tenn.;  Smith,  Ariz.;  Smith,  Mich.; 
Smith,  S.  C. ; Warren,  Wyo. ; Williams,  Miss.  Total,  21. 

Thus  the  adoption  of  Senator  Sheppard’s  motion  by  a 
majority  vote  was  prevented.  In  the  debate  a number  of  Sen- 
ators expressed  themselves  to  be  in  sympathy  with  Prohibition 
for  the  District,  but  they  argued  and  voted  against  the  only  move 
by  which  a vote  in  the  Senate  could  be  made  possible  just  at  that 
time,  even  going  to  the  length  of  what  is  tantamount  to  over- 
turning the  parliamentary  procedure  of  the  Senate  in  order  to 
prevent  a vote  on  Prohibition  for  the  nation’s  Capital.  This 
recalls  the  fact  that  many  of  the  leaders  in  the  opposition — with 
the  single  exception  of  Mr.  Hardwick,  who  ushered  in  his  service 
in  the  Senate  by  vigorous  opposition  to  everything  that  favors 
the  temperance  reform — are  the  same  Senators  who  two  years 
previous  resorted  to  the  heroic  process  of  abrogating  a unani- 
mous consent  agreement  in  the  Senate  which  had  been  duly 
entered,  regularly  reported  in  the  Congressional  Record  and 
announced  for  days  on  the  daily  calendar  of  the  Senate  itself, 
in  order  to  avoid  a vote  on  the  Kenyon  Interstate  Liquor  Ship- 
ment bill. 

The  final  vote  on  the  question  of  suspending  the  rules  to  con- 
sider the  Prohibition  rider  on  the  District  appropriation  bill,  pre- 
sented by  Senator  Sheppard,  came  on  the  afternoon  of  January 
18,1915,  the  friends  of  Senator  Sheppard’s  measure  voting  “Yea” 
and  the  enemies  of  the  measure  voting  “Nay,”  as  follows; 

YEAS : Ashurst,  Ariz. ; Borah,  Ida.  ; Brady,  Ida : Bristow,  Kans. ; Bur- 

leigh, Me. ; Chamberlain,  Ore. : Clapp,  Minn. : Clark.  Wyo. : Crawford,  S.  D. : 
Cummins,  la. ; Gore,  Okla. ; Gronna,  N.  Dak.  ; Hollis,  N.  H. ; Jones,  Wash. ; 
Kenyon,  la.:  Lane,  Ore.:  Lea,  Tenn.:  Lee,  Md. : Myers,  Mont.;  Nelson, 
Minn, ; Norris,  Nebr. ; Overman,  N.  C. : Owen,  Okla. : Page,  Vt. ; Pittman, 
Nev. ; Poindexter,  Wash. : Shafroth.  Colo. ; Sheppard,  Texas ; Sherman,  111. ; 
Shields,  Tenn.;  Smith,  Mich.:  Sterling,  S.  Dak.:  Swanson,  Va.  : Thompson, 
Kans. ; Townsend,  Mich. ; Vardaman,  Miss. ; White,  Ala. ; Works,  Calif. 
Total,  38. 

NAYS : Bankhead,  Ala. : Brandegee,  Conn. ; Bryan,  Fla. ; Burton,  Ohio ; 

Catron,  N.  Mex.;  Colt.  R.  I.;  Culberson,  Tex.;  Dillingham,  Vt. ; Fletcher, 
Fla. ; Hardwick,  Ga. ; Hitchcock,  Nebr. ; Hughes,  N.  J. : James,  Ky. ; John- 
son, Me. ; Kern,  Ind. ; LaFollette,  Wis. ; Lippitt,  R.  I. ; McLean,  Conn. ; 
Martine,  N.  J. ; Oliver,  Pa. ; Perkins,  Cal. ; Pomerene,  Ohio ; Ransdell,  La.  ; 
Reed,  Mo. ; Robinson,  Ark. ; Saulsbury,  Del. ; Shively,  Ind. ; Simmons,  N.  C. ; 
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Smith,  Ariz. ; Smith,  Md. ; Smoot,  Utah ; Stephenson,  Wis. ; Stone,  Mo. ; 
Sutherland,  Utah;  Thomas,  Colo.;  Thornton,  La.;  Tillman,  S.  C. ; Walsh, 
Mont.;  Warren,  Wyo. ; Weeks,  Mass.  Total,  40. 

NOT  VOTING:  Camden,  Ky. ; Chilton,  W.  Va. ; Clarke,  Ark.;  Du 

Pont,  Del. ; Fall,  N.  Mex. ; Gallinger,  N.  H. ; Goff,  W.  Va. ; Lewis,  111. ; 
Lodge,  Mass.;  McCumber,  N.  Dak.;  Martin,  Va. ; Newlands,  Nev. ; O’Gor- 
man,  N.  Y. ; Penrose,  Pa. ; Root,  N.  Y. ; Smith,  Ga. ; Smith,  S.  C. ; Williams, 
Miss.  Total,  18.  ; 

PAIRS : Senator  Gallinger,  paired  with  Senator  O’Gorman,  would  have 

voted  “Yea.”  Senator  Lodge,  of  Massachusetts,  absent  on  account  of  illness, 
requested  the  statement  be  made  that  if  present  he  would  vote  “No.”  Sen- 
ator McCumber,  unavoidably  absent,  paired  with  Senator  Camden,  of  Ken- 
tucky, was  announced  that  if  present  he  would  vote  “Yea.”  Senator  Martin, 
of  Virginia,  paired  with  Senator  Goff,  of  West  Virginia,  would  have  voted 
“Yea.”  Senator  Smith,  of  Georgia,  paired  with  Senator  Lodge,  of  Massa- 
chusetts, would  have  voted  “Yea.”  Senator  Williams,  of  Mississippi,  paired 
with  Senator  Penrose,  of  Pennsylvania,  would  have  voted  “Yea.”  Senator 
Chilton,  of  West  Virginia,  was  absent,  was  paired  with  Senator  Fall,  of  New 
Mexico,  but  if  present  would  have  voted  “Yea.” 


The  bill  introduced  in  the  Senate  by  Senator  Sheppard  on 
December  7,  1915,  was  referred  to  the  Senate  Committee  on  the 
District  of  Columbia.  That  committee  reported  the  measure 
back  to  the  Senate  on  January  28,  1916,  with  certain  amendments. 
On  December  8,  1916,  the  bill  was  taken  up,  on  motion,  in  the 
Senate,  and  read  in  full.  On  December  15,  1916,  the  bill  was 
ordered  printed  with  the  amendments  that  had  been  made.  A 
number  of  amendments  were  offered  by  Senator  Sheppard  and 
other  friends  of  the  measure  to  strengthen  the  bill,  but  owing  to 
the  announcement  of  the  death  of  Representative  Tribble,  further 
consideration  was  postponed  until  the  following  week.  The 
measure  came  up  again  on  Monday,  December  18,  and  debate  was 
continued  on  the  measure,  the  Senate  sitting  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole  Senate.  On  Tuesday  afternoon,  December  19,  1916,  after 
several  days  of  debate,  the  so-called  Underwood  amendment  to 
the  bill,  which  provided  for  a referendum  on  the  question  of  Pro- 
hibition for  jthe  District  of  Columbia,  to  the  citizens  of  the  Dis- 
trict, came  to  a vote,  which  resulted  in  a tie,  defeating  the  Under- 
wood amendment,  thus  saving  the  bill  in  effective  form.  This 
vote  was  taken  in  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  Senate.  Senator 
Underwood  gave  notice  that  on  account  of  the  closeness  of  the 
vote,  he  would  call  the  amendment  up  for  a vote  in  the  Senate 
when  that  body  finally  considered  the  measure.  Debate  con- 
tinued throughout  Wednesday,  December  20,  until  late  in  the 
afternoon,  when  a unanimous  consent  agreement  was  reached 
between  the  friends  of  the  measure  and  the  opposition,  which 
agreement  provided  that  at  1 o’clock  p.  m.  on  January  9,  1917, 
the  Senate  should  consider  the  District  Prohibition  bill  and  vote 
upon  any  amendments  that  might  be  pending,  any  amendment 
that  might  be  offered,  and  on  the  bill,  to  its  final  disposition. 

On  January  9,  1917,  the  bill,  which  was  known  as  Senate 
Bill  No.  1082,  was  taken  up  under  the  agreement.  The  Under- 
wood amendment  proposing  the  referendum  was  presented  and 
defeated  by  a tie  vote,  the  vote  being  43  to  43.  After  certain 
amendments  were  made  to  the  bill  by  friends  of  the  measure,  it 
was  passed  by  a vote  of  55  to  32.  The  bill  as  it  finally  passed 
the  Senate  is  as  follows: 
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An  act  (S.  1082)  to  prevent  the  manufacture  and  sale  of  alcoholic  liquors  in 
the  District  of  Columbia,  and  for  other  purposes. 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That  on  and  after  the  1st  day  of  November,  A.  D. 
1917,  no  person  or  persons,  or  any  house,  company,  association,  club,  or  cor- 
poration, his,  its  or  their  agents,  officers,  clerks,  or  servants,  directly  or  indi- 
rectly, shall,  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  manufacture  for  sale  or  gift,  import 
for  sale  or  gift,  sell,  offer  for  sale,  keep  for  sale,  traffic  in,  barter,  export, 
ship  out  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  or  exchange  for  goods  or  merchandise, 
or  solicit  or  receive-  orders  for  the  purchase  of,  any  alcoholic  or  other  pro- 
hibited liquors  for  beverage  purposes  or  for  any  other  than  scientific,  medicinal, 
pharmaceutical,  mechanical,  sacramental,  or  other  non-beverage  purposes. 

Wherever  the  term  “alcoholic  liquors”  is  used  in  this  act  it  shall  be 
deemed  to  include  whisky,  brandy,  rum,  gin,  wine,  ale,  porter,  beer,  cordials, 
hard  or  fermented  cider,  alcoholic  bitters,  ethyl  alcohol,  all  malt  liquors,  and 
all  other  alcoholic  liquors. 

That  any  person  or  persons,  or  any  house,  company,  association,  club,  or 
corporation,  his,  its,  or  their  agents,  officers,  clerks,  or_  servants,  who  shall 
directly  or  indirectly  violate  the  provisions  of  this  section  shall  be  deemed 
guilty  of  a misdemeanor,  and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be  fined  not  less 
than  $300  nor  more  than  $1,000,  and  shall  be  imprisoned  in  the  District  jail 
or  workhouse  for  a period  of  not  less  than  30  days  nor  more  than  one  year  for 
each  offense. 

Sec.  2.  That  the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  not  be  construed  to  prevent 
the  manufacture,  importation,  exportation,  or  sale  of  denatured  or  of  methyl 
alcohol,  or  of  ethyl  alcohol,  for  scientific,  medicinal,  pharmaceutical,  or  me- 
chanical purposes,  nor  to  prevent  the  sale  of  alcoholic  or  other  prohibited 
liquors  by  druggists  for  medicinal  purposes  on  prescriptions  of  physicians 
under  the  regulations  set  out  in  section  3 of  this  act:  Provided,  That  the 

manufacture  and  sale  of  ethyl  alcohol  or  of  alcoholic  liquors  for  sacramental 
purposes  within  the  District  ofi  Columbia  shall  be  restricted  to  manufacturers 
and  druggists  licensed,  respectively,  to  make  and  sell  such  alcohol  and  alco- 
holic or  other  prohibited  liquors,  as  hereinafter  provided,  for  scientific,  me- 
chanical, pharmaceutical,  medicinal,  or  sacramental  purposes  only. 

Sec.  2a.  All  railroad,  steamboat,  or  other  boat  companies,  express  and 
transportation  companies  of  any  kind,  which  shall  in  any  manner  at  any  time 
transport  intoxicating  liquors  into  the  District  are  hereby  required  to  keep  a 
record,  alphabetically  arranged,  in  which  shall  be  entered  immediately  upon 
receipt  thereof  the  name  of  every  person  shipping  or  to  whom  intoxicating 
liquors  are  shipped,  the  amount  and  kind  of  liquor,  the  date  of  delivery,  by 
whom  and  to  whom  delivered,  and  the  affidavit  of  the  person  receiving  the 
liquor  as  provided  herein.  After  this  record  is  made  and  before  delivery  it 
shall  be  signed  by  the  consignee.  The  book  shall  be  open  to  the  inspection 
of  any  person  during  the  business  hours  of  the  company.  Such  books  or  a 
copy  of  such  records,  attested  by  an  officer  of  the  company  or  verified  by 
affidavit,  shall  be  admissable  as  evidence  in  any  court  and  shall  be  prima  facie 
evidence  of  the  fact  therein  stated  in  any  trial  or  proceeding  for  the  enforce- 
ment of  the  provisions  of  this  act. 

An  employee  or  agent  of  any  express  company,  railroad  company,  steam- 
boat company,  or  transportation  company  charged  with  the  duty  of  keeping 
such  record  who  shall  fail  to  keep  such  record  shall  be  guilty  of  a misde- 
meanor. 

Any  railroad  company,  express  company,  steamboat  company,  or  trans- 
portation company  who  shall  not  require  some  one  of  its  employees  to  keep 
such  record,  shall  be  fined  not  less  than  $25  nor  more  than  $100  for  every 
day  or  portion  thereof  during  which  such  failure  shall  continue. 

No  railroad  or  other  transportation  company  shall  receive  a package  of 
liquor  to  be  shipped  or  carried  into  the  District  without  having  attached  to 
it  the  affidavit  of  the  consignee  stating  the  amount  of  the  liquors,  the  kinds 
of  liquors  ordered,  and  that  it  is  not  purchased  for,  nor  will  such  liquors  be 
used  by  the  consignee  for,  an  illegal  purpose. 

Sec.  3.  . That  regularly  licensed  and  registered  druggists  or  pharmacists 
in  the  District  of  Columbia  shall  not  sell  alcoholic  or  other  prohibited  liquors 
nor  compound  nor  mix  any  composition  thereof,  nor  sell  any  malt  extract  or 
other  proprietary  medicines  containing  alcohol,  except  such  compounds,  com- 
positions, malt  extracts,  or  proprietary  medicines  be  so  medicated  as  to  be 
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medicinal  preparations  or  compounds  unfit  for  use  as  beverages,  except  upon 
a written  and  bona  fide  prescription  of  a duly  licensed  and  regularly  practicing 
physician  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  whose  name  shall  be  signed  thereto 
Such  prescription  shall  contain  a statement  that  the  disease  of  the  patient  re- 
quires such  a prescription,  shall  be  numbered  in  the  order  of  receiving,  and 
shall  be  canceled  by  writing  on  it  the  word  “canceled”  and  the  date  on  which 
it  was  presented  and  filled,  and  kept  on  file  in  consecutive  order,  subject  to 
public  inspection  at  all  times  during  business  hours.  No  such  prescription 
shall  be  filled  more  than  once.  Every  druggist  or  pharmacist  selling  intoxi- 
cating liquors  as  herein  provided  shall  keep  a book  provided  for  the  purpose, 
and  shall  enter  therein  at  the  time  of  every  sale  a true  record  of  the  date  of 
the  sale,  the  name  of  the  purchaser,  who  shall  sign  his  name  in  said  book  as 
a part  of  the  entry,  his  residence  (giving  the  street  and  house  number,  if 
there  be  such),  the  kind  and  quantity  and  price  of  such  liquor,  the  purpose 
for  which  it  was  sold,  and  the  name  of  the  physician  giving  the  prescription 
therefor.  Such  book  shall  be  open  to  public  inspection  during  business  hours, 
and  shall  be  in  form  substantially  as  follows : 


Date 

Name  of 
pur- 
chaser 

Resi- 

dence 

Kind  and 
Quantity 

J fe&f;  - 

Purpose 
of  use 

Price 

Name  of 
physi- 
cian 

Signature 
of  pur- 
chaser 

Said  book  shall  be  produced  before  the  Commissioners  of  the  District  of 
Columbia  or  the  courts  when  required,  and  shall  also  contain  a statement  of 
the  kind  and  amount  of  alcoholic  and  other  prohibited  liquors  on  hand  when 
this  act  shall  go  into  effect,  and  thereafter  such  druggist  or  pharmacist  shall,  on 
the  order  of  the  court  or  the  Commissioners  of  the  District,  make  a statement 
of  the  amount  of  intoxicating  liquors  sold  or  used  in  any  manner  since  the 
last  statement  and  the  amount  on  hand  at  the  date  w*hen  such  court  or  Com- 
missioners require  such  statement : Provided,  That  ethyl  alcohol  may  be  sold 

without  a physician’s  prescription  for  mechanical,  medicinal,  pharmaceutical, 
or  scientific  purposes  by  registered  and  licensed  druggists  or  pharmacists,  or 
by  licensed  manufacturers,  each  and  all  of  whom  shall  keep  a book  for  the 
purpose  of  registering  such  sales  in  a similar  manner  and  form  as  required 
for  the  sale  of  other  alcoholic  and  other  prohibited  liquors  by  the  provisions 
of  this  section : Provided  further,  That  any  person  who  shall  make  any  false 

statement  as  to  the  purpose  or  use  of  alcohol  purchased  under  the  provisions 
of  this  section  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a misdemeanor  and  be  fined  for  each 
offense  not  less  than  $50  nor  more  than  $300, t and  in  default  of  the  payment 
of  such  fine  shall  be  imprisoned  in  the  jail  or  workhouse  of  said  District  not 
more  than  six  months. 

Any  druggist  or  pharmacist  who  shall  sell  or  dispense  any  alcoholic  or 
other  prohibited  liquors,  except  in  such  manner  as  provided  in  this  section, 
or  who  shall  fail  or  refuse  to  keep  the  record  herein  required,  or  who  shall 
refill  any  prescription,  or  who  shall  violate  any  other  provisions  of  this  act, 
shall  be  guilty  of  illegal  selling,  and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be  subject 
to  the  penalties  prescribed  in  section  1 of  this  act.  Upon  a second  conviction 
for  said  offense,  in  addition  to  the  penalties  prescribed  in  said  section  1,  it 
shall  be  a part  of  the  judgment  of  conviction  that  the  license  of  such  druggist 
or  pharmacist  to  practice  pharmacy  shall  be  revoked,  and  the  court  before 
which  such  person  is  tried  and  convicted  shall  cause  a certified  copy  of  such 
judgment  of  conviction  to  be  certified  to  the  board  having  authority  to  issue 
license  to  practice  pharmacy  in  the  District  of  Columbia. 

Any  physician  who  shall  prescribe  any  alcoholic  or  other  prohibited  liquor 
excep't  for  treatment  of  disease,  which,  after  his  own  personal  diagnosis,  he 
shall  deem  to  require  such  treatment,  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a misde- 
meanor, and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be  fined  not  less  than  $100  nor 
more  than  $500,  and  in  default  of  payment  of  said  fine  shall  be  imprisoned 
in  the  District  jail  or  workhouse  for  not  less  than  30  nor  more  than,  90  days, 
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and  upon  a second  conviction  for  said  offense,  in  addition  to  the  penalty  above 
provided,  it  shall  be  a part  of  the  judgment  of  conviction  that  the  license  of 
such  physician  to  practice  medicine  be  revoked,  and  the  court  before  which 
such  physician  is  tried  and  convicted  shall  cause  a certified  copy  of  such 
judgment  of  conviction  to  be  certified  to  the  board  having  authority  to  issue 
licenses  to  practice  medicine  in  the  District  of  Columbia. 

Sec.  4.  That  when  any  minister,  pastor,  or  priest  of  a religious  congre- 
gation or  church  desires  wine  for  sacramental  purposes  in  the  usual  religious 
exercises  of  his  denomination,  he  may  apply  to  the  Commissioners  of  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia  for  a permit,  stating  the  amount  desired,  for  what  period, 
and  for  what  purpose,  and  said  Commissioners,  if  satisfied  of  the  good  faith 
of  the  application,  shall  grant  a written,  permit  to  the  applicant,  permitting  the 
shipment  to  him,  or  the  purchase  by  him,  of  such  amount  as  is  shown  to  be 
reasonably  necessary,  which  amount  'shall  be  stated  in  the  permit,  together 
with  the  purpose  for  which  it  is  to  be  used  and  the  period  to  be  covered  by 
such  use ; the  amount  of  wine  permitted  to  be  shipped  or  purchased  under 
one  permit  shall  not  exceed  five  gallons,  and  the  said  permit  shall  be  attached 
to  the  outside  of  the  package  by  the  shipper  and  remain  so  attached  until  de- 
livered to  the  consignee,  when  it  shall  be  canceled  by  the  carrier.  Said 
permit  shall  be  void  after  20  days,  and  shall  not  be  used  for  more  than  one 
shipment. 

Sec.  5.  Any  person,  company,  or  corporation  desiring  to  manufacture 
alcoholic  or  other  prohibited  liquors  for  the  purposes  permitted  in  this  act 
shall  on  or  before  the  1st  day  of  November  of  each  year  obtain  a license  from 
the  Commissioners  of  the  District  of  Columbia  for  the  year  beginning  No- 
vember 1 upon  the  payment  of  $100,  which  money  shall  be  deposited  with 
other  license  funds  of  the  District.  Druggists,  wholesale  or  retail,  desiring  to 
sell  alcoholic  or  other  prohibited  liquors  for  the  purposes  permitted  in  this 
act  shall  obtain  a license  in  the  same  way  for  the  same  period,  tlffe  fee  for 
wholesale  druggists  being  $2'5,  .for  retail  druggists  $10.  The  Commissioners 
shall  have  power  to  refuse  or  revoke  all  licenses  referred  to  in  this  section  if 
doubtful  of  the  good  faith  of  the  licensee  and  his  intention  to  comply  with 
this  act.  Manufacturers  licensed  according  to  this  section  shall  sell  alcoholic 
and  other  prohibited  liquors  within  the  District  of  Columbia  to  druggists, 
hospitals,  and  scientific  laboratories . only,  and  only  to  such  druggists  as  are 
licensed  under  the  terms  of  this  section.  No  others  than  druggists  and  manu- 
facturers licenced  according  to  this  section  may  manufacture  or  sell  alcoholic 
and  other  prohibited  liquors  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  and  these  only  for  the 
purposes  permitted  by  this  act.  Violations  of  this  section  shall  be  punished 
by  fine  of  not  less  than  $300  nor  more  than  $1,000,  and  by  imprisonment  in 
the  District,  jail  or  workhouse  for  not  less  than  30  days  nor  more  than  one 
year:  Provided,  That  nothing  in  this  act  shall  prevent  any  executive  depart- 

ment or  other,  establishment  of  the  United  States  government  from  purchasing 
or  importing  into  the  District  of  Columbia,  free  of  tax  and  for  its  own  uses, 
denatured, . methyl,  or  ethyl  alcohol  for  scientific,  medicinal,  pharmaceutical, 
or  mechanical  purposes. 

Sec.  5a.  That  every  licensed  manufacturer  of  alcoholic  liquor  not  herein 
prohibited  shall  keep  a permanent  record  of  all  sales  and  shipments  of  alco- 
holic liquor.  Such  record  shall  set  forth  the  following  information : The 

name  of  the  consignee  or  purchaser,  the  quantity  of  liquor,  the  express  com- 
pany or  other  carrier  by  which  such  liquor  was  shipped,  the  date  of  sale  or 
shipment,  and  the  purpose  of  the  purchase  as  set  forth  in  the  affidavit  accom- 
panying the  order.  Each  common  of  special  carrier  of  alcoholic  liquors  within 
the  District  shall  keep  a record  as. above  provided,  and  a certified  copy  of  such 
record  with  a copv  of  the  affidavits  shall  be  filed  with  the  District  Commis- 
sioners not  later  than  the  5th  dav  of  each  month  for  the  calendar  month  pre- 
ceding. No  shipment  of  alcoholic  liquors  shall  be  made  until  the  purchaser 
signs  an  affidavit  that  such  alcoholic  liquors  are  not  purchased  for  nor  will 
such  liquors  be  used  or  sold  by  the  consignee  for  beverage  purposes.  The 
District  Commissioners  shall  keep  a public  record  of  such  sales,  shipment* 
and  affidavits,  alphabetically  arranged.  Copies  of  the  affidavit  shall  be  attached 
permanently  at  the  end  of  the  record  of  each  shipment  or  sale,  and  to  each 
package  containing  liouor  until  delivered  to  the  consignee.  Any  violation  of 
this  section  shall  be  deemed  a misdemeanor  and  be  subject  to  the  same  penal- 
ties as  provided  in. section  1 of  this  act. 

Sec.  6.  That  it  shall  be  unlawful  for  any  common  or  other  carrier,  ex- 
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press  company,  or  any  person  to  deliver  to  any  person,  company,  corporation, 
club,  or  association  or  order,  his,  or  its  agents,  clerks,  or  employees,  any  liq- 
uors in  the  District  of  Columbia  knowing  the  same  to  be  such,  and  in  the 
case  of  shipments  of  liquors  for  purposes  not  prohibited  it  shall  be  unlawful 
to  bring  the  same  into  the  District  of  Columbia,  qr  to  deliver  the  same  therein, 
in  original  packages  or  otherwise,  on  any  Sunday  or  on  any  other  day  before 
6 o’clock  a.  m.  and  after  5 o’clock  p.  m.  Any  common  or  other  carrier, 
express  company,  or  any  person  violating  the  provisions  of  this  section  shall 
be  guilty  of  a misdemeanor,  and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be  punished  by 
a fine  of  not  less  than  $100  or  more  than  $500,  or  be  confined  in  the  District 
jail  or  workhouse  not  less  than  one  nor  more  than  six  months,  or  by  both 
fine  and  imprisonment  in  the  discretion  of  the  court. 

Sec.  7.  That  every  person  who  shall  directly  or  indirectly  keep  or  main- 
tain by  himself  or  by  associating  with  others,  or  who  shall  in  any  manner 
aid,  assist,  or  abet  in  keeping  or  maintaining  any  clubhouse,  or  other  place 
in  which  any  alcoholic  liquor  is  received  or  kept  for  the  purpose  of  gift,  barter, 
or  sale,  or  for  distribution  or  division  among  the  members  of  any  club  or 
association  by  any  means  whatsoever,  or  who  shall  maintain  what  is  com- 
monly known  as  the  “locker  system”  or  other  device  for  evading  the  pro- 
visions of  this  act,  and  every  person  who  shall  use,  barter,  sell,  or  assist  or 
abet  in  bartering,  selling  any  liquors  so  received  or  kept,  shall  be  deemed 
guilty  of  a misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be  subject  to  the 
penalties  prescribed  in  section  1 of  this  act ; and  in  all  cases  the  members, 
shareholders,  associates,  or  employees  in  any  club  or  association  mentioned 
in  this  section  shall  be  competent  witnesses  to  prove  any  violations  of  the 
provisions  of  this  section  of  this  act,  or  of  any  fact  tending  thereto ; and  no 
person  shall  be  excused  from  testifying  as  to  any  offense  committed  by  an- 
other against  any  of  the  provisions  of  this  act  by  reason  of  his  testimony 
tending  to  criminate  himself,  but  the  testimony  given  by  such  person  shall  in 
no  case  be  used  against  him. 

Sec.  8.  The  keeping  or  giving  away  of  alcoholic  or  other  prohibited 
liquors  for  the  purpose  of  evading  the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed 
an  unlawful  selling,  subject  to  the  penalties  provided  in  section  1 of  this  act. 

Sec.  9.  That  if  any  person  shall  advertise  or  give  notice  by  signs,  bill- 
boards, newspapers,  periodicals,  or  otherwise  for  himself  or  another  the  manu- 
facture, offering  for  sale,  or  keeping  for  sale  of  alcoholic  or  other  prohibited 
liquors  for  purposes  forbidden  or  prohibited  under  this  act,  or  shall  circulate 
or  distribute  any  price  list,  circulars,  or  order  blanks  advertising  such  liquors, 
or  publish  or  distribute  any  newspaper,  magazine,  periodical,  or  other  written 
or  printed  paper  in  which  such  advertisements  of  liquors  appear,  or  shall  per- 
mit to  be  posted  upon  his  premises,  or  premises  under  his  control  (including 
billboards)  or  shall  permit  the  same  to  so  remain  upon  such  premises,  he  shall 
be  guilty  of  a misdemeanor  and  be  fined  not  less  than  $100  nor  more  than  $500. 

Sec.  10.  That  if  one  or  more  persons  who  are  competent  witnesses  shall 
charge,  on  oath  or  affirmation  before  the  Corporation  Counsel  of  the  District 
of  Columbia  or  any  of  his  assistants  duly  authorized  to  act  for  him,  presenting 
that  any  person,  company,  copartnership,  association,  club,  or  corporation  has 
or  have  violated  or  is  violating  the  provisions  of  this  act  by  manufacturing, 
offering  for  sale,  keeping  for  sale,  trafficking  in,  bartering,  exchanging  for 
goods,  or  otherwise  furnishing  alcoholic  liquor,  shall  request  said  Corporation 
Counsel  or  any  of  his  assistants  duly  authorized  to  act  for  him  to  issue  a 
warrant,  said  attorney  or  any  of  his  assistants  shall  issue  such  warrant,  _ in 
which  warrant  the  room,  house,  building,  or  other  place  in  which  the  violation 
is  alleged  to  have  occurred  or  is  occurring  shall  be  specifically  described,  and 
said  warrant  shall  be  placed  in  the  hands  of  the  captain  or  acting  captain  of 
the  police  precinct  in  which  the  room,  house,  building,  or  other  place  above 
referred  to  is  located,  commanding  him  to  at  once  thoroughly  search  said 
described  room,  house,  building,  or  other  place,  and  the  appurtenances  thereof, 
and  if  any  such  be  found,  to  take  into  his  possession  and  safely  keep,  to  be 
produced  as  evidence  when  required,  all  alcoholic  liquors  and  all  the  means  of 
dispensing  the  same,  also  all  the  paraphernalia  or  part  of  the  paraphernalia  of 
a barroom  or  other  alcoholic  liquor  establishment,  and  any  United  States 
internal  revenue  tax  receipt  or  certificate  for  the  manufacture  or  sale  of  alco- 
holic liciuor  effective  for  the  period  of  time  covering  the  alleged  offense,  and 
forthwith  report  all  the  facts  to  the  Corporation  Counsel  of  the  District  of 
Columbia,  and  such  alcoholic  liquor  or  the  means  for  dispensing  same,  or  the 
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paraphernalia  of  a barroom  or  other  alcoholic  liquor  establishment,  or  any 
United  States  internal  revenue  tax  receipt  or  certificate  for  the  sale  of  alcoholic 
liquor  effective  as  aforesaid,  shall  be  prima  facie  evidence  of  the  violation  of 
the  provisions  of  this  act. 

Sec.  11.  That  any  person  who  shall,  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  in  any 
street,  or  public  or  private  road,  alley,  or  in  any  public  place  or  building  or 
in  or  upon  any  street  car,  any  other  vehicle  commonly  used  for  the  trans- 
portation of  passengers,  or  in  or  about  any  depot,  platform,  or  waiting  station, 
drink  any  alcoholic  liquor  of  any  kind,  or  if  any  person  shall  be  drunk  or  in- 
toxicated in  any  street,  alley,  or  public  or  private  road  or  in  any  railroad  pas- 
senger train,  street  car,  or  any  public  place  or  building,  or  at  any  public 
gathering,  or  if  any  person  shall  be  drunk  or  intoxicated  and  shall  disturb  the 
peace  of  any  person  anywhere,  he  shall  be  guilty  of  a misdemeanor,  and  upon 
conviction  thereof  shall  be  punished  by  a fine  of  not  less  than  $10  nor  more 
than  $100,  or  by  imprisonment  for  not  less  than  five  days  nor  more  than  30 
days  in  the  workhouse  or  jail  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  or  by  both  such  fine 
anci  imprisonment. 

Sec.  12.  The  payment  of  the  special  tax  required  of  wholesale  or  retail 
liquor  dealers  by' the  United  States  by  any  person  or  persons  other  than  manu- 
facturers or  druggists  licensed  under  section  5 of  this  act,  within  the  District 
of  Columbia,  shall,  be  prima  facie  evidence  that  such  person  or  persons  are 
engaged  in  keeping  and  selling,  offering,  and  exposing  for  sale  alcoholic  liquors 
contrary  to  the  provisions  of  this  act,  and  a certificate  from  the  Collector  of 
Internal  Revenue,  his  agents,  clerks,  or  deputies  showing  the  payment  of  such 
tax,  and  the  name  or  names  of  persons  to  whom  issued,  and  the  names  of  the 
person  or  persons,  if  any,  associated  with  the  person  to  whom  such  tax  receipt 
is  issued,  shall  be  sufficient  evidence  of  the  payment  of  such  tax  and  of  the 
association  of  such  persons  for  the  selling  and  keeping,  offering  and  exposing 
for  sale  of  liquors  contrary  to  the  provisions  of  this  act  in  all  trials  or  legal 
inquiries. 

Sec.  13.  All  houses,  boathouses,  buildings,  clubrooms,  and  places  of  every 
description,  including  drug  stores,  where  alcoholic  liquors  are  manufactured, 
sold,  vended,  or  furnished  contrary  to  law  (including  those  in  which  clubs, 
orders,  or  associations  sell,  barter,  distribute,  or  dispense  intoxicating  liquors 
to  their  members,  by  any  means  or  device  whatever,  &s  provided  in  section  8 
of  this  act)  shall  be  held,  taken,  and  deemed  common  and  public  nuisances. 
And  any  person  who  shall  maintain,  or  shall  aid  or  abet,  or  knowingly  be 
associated  with  others  in  maintaining  such  common  and  public  nuisance,  shall 
be  guilty  of  a misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be  subject  to 
the  penalties  prescribed  in  section  1 of  this  act,  and  judgment  shall  be  given 
that  such  house,  building,  or  other  place,  or  any  room  therein,  be  abated  or 
closed  up  as  a place  for  the  sale  or  keeping  of  such  liquors  contrary  to  law, 
as  the  court  may  determine. 

Sec.  14.  The  United  States  District  Attorney  for  the  District  of  Columbia, 
or  any  citizen  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  may  maintain  an  action,  in  equity 
in  the  name  of  the  United  States  to  abate  and  perpetually  enjoin  such  a 
nuisance  as  defined  in  the  preceding  section.  The  injunction  shall  be  granted 
at  the  commencement  of  the  action,  and  no  bond  shall  be  required.  Any 
person  violating  the  terms  of  any  injunction  granted  in  such  proceedings 
shall  be  punished  for  contempt  by  a fine  of  not  less  than  $100  nor  more  than 
$500  and  by  imprisonment  in  the  District  jail  or  workhouse  for  not  less  than 
30  days  nor  more  than  6 months,  in  the  discretion,  of  the  court. 

Sec.  15.  That  when  any  violation  of  this  act  is  threatened,  or  shall  have 
occurred,  or  is  occurring,  the  doing  of,  or  the  continuance  or  repetition  of  the 
unlawful  act,  or  any  of  like  kind  by  the  offending  party  may  be  prevented  by 
a writ  of  injunction  out  of  a court  of  equity  upon  a bill  filed  in  all  respects  as 
in  cases  of  liquor  nuisances;  in  like  manner  the  writ  of  injunction  may  be 
employed  to  compel  obedience  to  any  provision  of  this  act. 

Sec.  16.  If  a tenant  of  a building  or  tenement  uses  such  premises,  or  any 
part  thereof,  in  maintaining  a common  nuisance  as  hereinbefore  defined,  or 
knowingly  permits  such  use  by  another,  such  use  shall  render  void  the  lease 
under  which  he  holds,  and  shall  cause  the  right  of  possession  to  revert  to  the 
owner  or  lessor,  who  may,  without  process  of  law,  make  immediate  entry 
upon  the  premises,  or  may  avail  himself  of  the  remedy  provided  for  the  forcible 
detention  thereof. 

Sec.  17.  Anyone  who  knowingly  permits  any  building  owned  or  leased 
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by  him  or  under  his  control,  or  any  part  thereof,  to  be  used  in  maintaining 
a common  nuisance  hereinbefore  described  in  section  14  of  this  act,  after 
being  notified  in  writing  of  such  use,  neglects  to  take  all  reasonable  measures 
to  eject  therefrom  the  person  so  using  the  same,  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of 
assisting  in  maintaining  such  nuisance 

Sec.  18.  That  no  property  rights  of  any  kind  shall  exist  in  alcoholic 
liquors  or  beverages  illegally  manufactured,  received,  possessed,  or  stored 
under  this  act,  and  in  all  such  cases  the  liquors  are  forfeited  to  the  District 
of  Columbia  and  may  be  searched  for  and  seized  and  ordered  to  be  destroyed 
by  the  court  after  a conviction  when  such  liquors  have  been  seized  for  use 
as  evidence,  or  upon  satisfactory  evidence  to  the  court  presented  by  the  Cor- 
poration Counsel  that  such  liquors  are  contraband. 

Sec.  19.  Every  wife,  child,  parent,  guardian,  or  employer,  or  other 
person  who  shall  be  injured  in  person  or  property  or  means  of  support  by  any 
intoxicated  person,  or  in  consequence  of  intoxication,  habitual  or  otherwise, 
of  any  person,  such  wife,  child,  parent,  or  guardian  shall  have  a right  of 
action,  in  his  or  her  own  name,  against  any  person  who  shall,  by  selling  or 
bartering  intoxicating  liquors,  have  caused  the  intoxication  of  such  person,  for 
all  damages  actually  sustained,  as  well  as  for  exemplary  damages ; and  a mar- 
ried woman  shall  have  the  right  to  bring  suit,  prosecute  and  control  the  same, 
and  the  amount  recovered  the  same  as  if  unmarried;  and  all  damages 
recovered  by  a minor  under  this  act  shall  be  paid  either  to  such  minor  or  to 
his  or  her  parents,  guardian,  or  next  friend,  as  the  court  shall  direct. 

Sec.  20.  If  any  person  while  in  charge  of  a locomotive  engine,  or  while 
acting  as  a,  conductor  or  brakeman  of  a car  or  train  of  cars,  or  while  in 
charge  of  any  streetcar,  steamboat,  launch,  or  other  water  craft,  or  while  in 
charge  of  or  operating  any  automobile  or  horse  vehicle  in  the  District  of 
Columbia,  shall  be  intoxicated,  he  shall  be  guilty  of  a misdemeanor,  and  if 
convicted  shall  be  punished  by  a fine  of  not  less  than  $25  nor  more  than  $300, 
and  in  default  of  payment  of  said  fine  shall  be  imprisoned  in  the  District  jail 
or  workhouse  for  not  exceeding  three  months,  or  both  fine  and  imprisonment 
in  the  discretion  of  the  court. 

Sec.  21.  It  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  Commissioners  of  the  District  of 
Columbia  to  enforce  the  provisions  of  this  act.  They  shall  detail  qualified 
members  of  the  police  force  to.  detect  violations  of  the  act,  if  any,  and  to 
report  promptly  all  knowledge  or  information  they  may  have  concerning  such 
violations,  together  with  the  names  of  any  witnesses  by  whom  they  may  be 
proven  to  the  Corporation  Counsel ; but  it  shall  be  the  duty  of  all  members 
of  the  police  force  to  detect  violations  of  the  act  and  to  promptly  report  any 
information  or  knowledge  concerning  the  same  to  the  Corporation  Counsel, 
together  with  the  names  of  witnesses,  by  whom  such  violations  may  be  proven ; 
and  the  Corporation  Counsel  shall  bring  such  alleged  violators  of  the  law 
to  trial  with  all  due  diligence. 

If  any  such  officer  shall  fail  to  comply  with  the  provisions  of  this  section, 
he  shall  upon  conviction  be  fined  in  any  sum  not  less  than  $100  nor  more  than 
$500 ; and  such  conviction  shall  be  a forfeiture  of  the  office  held  by  such 
person,  and  the  court  before  whom  such  conviction  is  had  shall  in  addition  to 
imposition  of  the  fine  aforesaid  order  and  adjudge  the  forfeiture  of  his  said 
office.  For  a failure  or  neglect  of  official  duty  in  the  enforcement  of  this  act 
any  official  herein  referred  to  may  be  removed  by  court  action. 

Sec.  22.  That  prosecutions  for  violations  of  the  provisions  of  this  act 
shall  be  on  information  filed  in  the  Police  Court  by  the  Corporation  Counsel 
of  the  District  of  Columbia  or  any  of  his  assistants  duly  authorized  to  act  for 
him ; and  said  Corporation  Counsel  or  his  assistants  shall  file  such  information 
upon  the  presentation  to  him  or  his  assistants  of  sworn  information  that  the 
law  has  been  violated ; and  such  Corporation  Counsel  and  his  assistants  shall 
have  power  to  administer  oaths  to  such  informant  or  informants  and  such 
others  as  present  themselves ; and  anyone  making  a false  oath  to  any  material 
fact  shall^  be  deemed  guilty  of  perjury  and  subject  to  the  same  penalties  as 
now  provided  by  law  for  such  offense. 

When,  however,  it  appears  to  the  Commissioners  of  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia that  it  will  be  in  the  interest  of  more  effective  enforcement  of  the 
provisions  of  this  act  they  may  request  the  United  States  District  Attorney 
for  the  District  of  Columbia  to  prosecute  persons  charged  with  offenses  against 
the  law,  and  when  so  requested  by  said  Commissioners  the  said  District  At- 
torney shall  proceed  before  the  grand  jury  and  in  the  Supreme  Court  of  the 
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District  of  Columbia  to  prosecute  such  offenders  in  manner  now  prescribed 
by  law  for  the  prosecution  of  persons  charged  with  violations  of  the  laws 
against  crime  in  the  District  of  Columbia. 

Sec.  23.  That  if  for  any  reason  any  section,  paragraph,  provision,  clause, 
or  part  of  this  act  shall  be  held  unconstitutional  or  invalid,  that  fact  shall  not 
affect  or  destroy  any  other  section,  paragraph,  provision,  clause,  or  part  of  the 
act  not  in  and  of  itself  invalid,  but  the  remaining  parts  of  sections  shall  be 
enforced  without  regard  to  that  so  invalidated. 

Sec.  24.  That  in  the  interpretation  of  this  act  words  of  the  singular  num- 
ber shall  be  deemed  to  include  their  plurals,  and  words  of  the  masculine 
gender  shall  be  deemed  to  include  the  feminine,  as  the  case  may  be. 

Sec.  25.  That  this  act  shall  be  in  full  force  and  effect  on  and  after  the 
1st  day  of  November,  1916,  and  all  laws  and  parts  of  laws  inconsistent  here- 
with be,  and  they  are  hereby,  repealed ; and  that  the  Excise  Board  for  the 
District  of  Columbia,  provided  for  and  established  under  the  act  of  making 
appropriations  to  provide  for  the  expenses  of  the  government  of  the  District 
of  Columbia  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1914,  be,  and  it  is  hereby, 
abolished  upon  the  taking  effect  of  this  act. 

The  vote  on  the  Underwood  amendment  in  the  Senate  was 
as  follows: 


YEAS— 43 


Bankhead,  Ala. 
Brandegee,  Conn. 
Broussard,  La. 
Bryan,  Fla. 

Clark,  Wyo. 

Colt,  R.  I. 
Culberson,  Tex. 
Dillingham,  Vt. 
Du  Pont,  Del. 
Fall,  N.  Mex. 
Harding,  O. 


Hardwick,  Ga. 
Hitchcock,  Neb. 
Hughes,  N.  J. 
James,  Ky. 
Johnson,  Me. 
Kern,  Ind. 

Lee,  Md. 

Lewis,  111. 
Lippitt,  R.  I. 
Lodge,  Mass. 
McLean,  Conn. 


Martine,  N.  J. 
Newlands,  Nev. 
O’Gorman,  N.  Y. 
Oliver,  Pa. 

Page,  Vt. 

Penrose,  Pa. 
Phelan,  Calif. 
Pittman,  Nev. 
Pomerene,  O. 
Reed,  Mo. 
Saulsbury,  Del. 


Smith,  Ariz. 
Smith,  Md. 

Stone,  Mo. 
Sutherland,  Utah. 
Tillman,  S.  Car. 
Underwood,  Ala. 
Wadsworth,  N.  Y. 
Watson,  Ind. 
Weeks,  Mass. 
Williams,  Miss. 


NAYS— 43 


Ashurst,  Ariz. 
Beckham,  Ky. 
Borah,  Idaho. 
Brady,  Idaho 
Chamberlain,  Ore. 
Chilton,  W.  Va. 
Clapp,  Minn. 
Cummins,  Iowa. 
Curtis,  Kansas. 
Fernald,  Me. 
Gallinger,  N.  H. 


Gronna,  N.  Dak. 
Husting,  Wis. 
Johnson,  S.  Dak. 
Jones,  Wash. 
Kenyon,  la. 

Kirby,  Ark. 

Lea,  Tenn. 
McCumber,  N.  Dak. 
Martin,  Va. 

Myers,  Mont. 
Nelson,  Minn. 


Norris,  Neb. 
Poindexter,  Wash. 
Ransdell,  La. 
Robinson,  Ark. 
Shafroth,  Colo. 
Sheppard,  Tex. 
Sherman,  111. 
Shields,  Tenn. 
Simmons,  N.  Car. 
Smith,  Ga. 

Smith,  Mich. 


Smith,  S.  C. 
Smoot,  Utah 
Sterling,  S.  Dak. 
Swanson,  Va. 
Thomas,  Colo. 
Thompson,  Elan. 
Townsend,  Mich. 
Vardaman,  Miss. 
Walsh,  Mont. 
Works,  Calif. 


PAIRED  FOR— 5 


Goff,  W.  Va.  Catron,  N.  Mex.  Hollis,  N.  Hamp.  La  Follette,  Wis. 

Warren,  Wyo. 

PAIRED  AGAINST— 5 

Fletcher,  Fla.  Owen,  Okla.  Gore,  Okla.  Lane,  Ore. 

Overman,  N.  Car. 

The  vote  on  the  final  passage  of  the  bill  was  as  follows: 

YEAS— 55 


Ashhurst,  Ariz. 
Beckham,  Ky. 
Borah,  Idaho 
Brady,  Idaho 
Bryan,  Fla. 
Chamberlain,  Ore. 
Chilton,  W.  Va. 
Clapp,  Minn. 
Clark,  Wyo. 
Cummins,  la. 


Curtis,  Kan. 
Dillingham,  Vt. 
Fall,  N.  Mex. 
Fernald,  Me. 
Gallinger,  N.  H. 
Gronna,  N.  Dak. 
Johnson,  S.  Dak. 
Jones,  Wash. 
Kenyon,  la. 

Kern,  Ind. 


Kirby,  Ark.  Pittman,  Nev. 

Lea,  Tenn.  Poindexter,  Wash. 

McCumber,  N.  Dak.  Ransdell,  La. 
Martin,  Va.  Robinson,  Ark. 

Myers,  Mont.  Shafroth,  Colo. 

Nelson,  Minn.  Sheppard,  Tex. 

Norris,  Neb.  Sherman,  111. 

Oliver,  Pa.  Shields,  Tenn. 

Overman,  N.  Car.  Simmons,  N.  Car. 
Page,  Vt.  Smith,  Ga. 
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Smith,  Md. 

Smith,  Mich. 
Smith,  S.  Car. 
Smoot,  Utah 

Bankhead,  Ala. 
Brandegee,  Conn. 
Broussard,  La. 
Colt,  R.  I. 
Culberson,  Tex. 
Du  Pont,  Del. 
Harding,  O. 
Hardwick,  Ga. 


Fletcher,  Fla. 


YEAS — Concluded 


Sterling,  S.  Dak. 
Sutherland,  Utah 
Swanson,  Va. 
Thomas,  Colo. 

Hitchcock,  Neb. 
Hughes,  N.  J. 
Husting,  Wis. 
James,  Ky. 
Johnson,  Me. 
Lee,  Md. 

Lewis,  111. 
Lippitt,  R.  I. 


Thompson,  Kan. 
Townsend,  Mich. 
Vardaman,  Miss. 
Walsh,  Mont. 
5—32 

Lodge,  Mass. 
McLean,  Conn. 
Martine,  N.  J. 
Newlands,  Nev. 
O’Gorman,  N.  Y. 
Penrose,  Pa. 
Phelan,  Calif. 
Pomerene,  O. 


NAYS— 32 


NOT  VOTING 
Warren 


PAIRED  FOR— 4 
Gore,  Okla.  Lane,  Ore. 


Watson,  Ind. 
Williams,  Miss. 
Works,  Calif. 


Reed,  Mo. 
Saulsbury,  Del. 
Smith,  Ariz. 

Stone,  Mo. 

Tillman,  S.  Car. 
Underwood,  Ala. 
Wadsworth,  N.  Y. 
Weeks,  Mass. 


Owen,  Okla. 


Goff,  W.  Va. 


PAIRED  AGAINST— 4 

Hollis,  N.  H.  La  Follette,  Wis.  Catron,  N.  Mex. 


After  the  bill  had  passed  the  Senate  it  was  messaged  to  the 
House  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia. 
On  February  8 the  House  Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia, 
to  which  the  District  of  Columbia  Prohibition  bill  had  been  re- 
ferred, voted  13  to  5 to  continue  hearings  on  the  measure  until 
February  25,  then  to  take  up  the  bill  section  by  section  for  con- 
sideration in  the  committee.  On  Wednesday,  February  28,  1917, 
the  matter  came  up  for  consideration  in  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives on  the  question  of  a rule  presented  by  the  Rules  Com- 
mittee for  the  immediate  consideration  of  the  Senate  District  of 
Columbia  Prohibition  bill.  The  special  rule  was  adopted,  and 
the  House  proceeded  at  once  to  consider  the  Senate  bill.  The  test 
vote  on  the  question  of  the  referendum  came  on  motion  of  Mr. 
Gallivan  to  recommit  the  bill  to  the  Committee  on  the  District 
of  Columbia  with  instructions  to  report  the  bill  forthwith  with 
an  amendment  providing  for  a referendum.  This  motion  was  de- 
feated by  a vote  of  174  to  232.  The  following  members  voted 
for  recommitment,  which  practically  meant  a vote  for  the  refer- 
endum: 


YEAS,  174 


Allen,  O. 
Anthony,  Kan. 
Ashbrook,  O. 
Bacharach,  N.  J. 
Bailey,  Pa. 
Barchfeld,  Pa. 
Beales,  Pa. 
Bennet,  N.  Y. 
Blackmon,  Ala. 
Booher,  Mo. 
Britten,  111. 
Browne,  Wis. 
Browning,  N.  J. 
Bruckner,  N.  Y. 
Brumbaugh,  O. 
Buchanan,  111. 
Buchanan,  Tex. 
Burke,  Wis. 
Cannon,  111. 
Cantrill,  Ky. 


Capstick,  N.  J. 
Carter,  Mass. 
Cary,  Wis. 
Casey,  Pa. 

' Charles,  N.  Y. 
Clark,  Fla. 
Coady,  Md. 
Coleman,  Pa. 
Cooper,  W.  Va. 
Cooper,  Wis. 
Copley,  111. 
Costello,  Pa. 
Crago,  Pa. 
Crosser,  O. 
Cullop,  Ind. 
Curry,  Calif. 
Dale,  N.  Y. 
Danforth,  N.  Y. 
Darrow,  Pa. 
Davis,  Minn. 


Dempsey,  N.  Y. 
Dent,  Ala. 
Dewalt,  Pa. 
Dooling,  N.  Y. 
Doremus,  Mich. 
Driscoll,  N.  Y. 
Drukker,  N.  J. 
Dupre,  La. 

Dyer,  Mo. 
Eagan,  N.  J. 
Eagle,  Tex. 
Edmonds,  Pa. 
Elston,  Cal. 
Emerson,  O. 
Esch,  Wis. 
Estopinal,  La. 
Farley,  N.  Y. 
Farr,  Pa. 
Fitzgerald,  N.  Y. 
Flynn,  N.  Y. 


Focht,  Pa. 
Frear,  Wis. 
Freeman,  Conn. 
Gallagher,  111. 
Gallivan,  Mass. 
Gard,  O. 
Gardner,  Mass. 
Garland,  Pa. 
Garner,  Tex. 
Gillette,  Mass. 
Glynn,  Conn. 
Gordon,  O. 
Gould,  N.  Y.' 
Gray,  N.  J. 
Greene,  Mhss. 
Greene,  Vt. 
Gregg,  Tex. 
Griest,  Pa. 
Griffin,  N.  Y. 
Hamill,  N.  J. 
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Hardy,  Tex. 
Hart,  N.  J. 
Haskell,  N.  Y. 
Heaton,  Pa. 
Henry,  Tex. 
Hicks,  N.  Y. 
Hulbert,  N.  Y. 
Hull,  la. 

Husted,  N.  Y. 
Igoe,  Mo. 
Kearns,  O. 
Kennedy,  R.  I. 
Key,  O. 

Konop,  Wis. 
Kreider,  Pa. 
Lafean,  Pa. 
Lazaro,  La. 
Lehlbach,  N.  J. 
Lesher,  Pa. 
Lewis,  Md. 
Liebel,  Pa. 
Linthicum,  Md. 
Lobeck,  Neb. 
Loft,  N.  Y. 


YEAS- 
Longworth,  O. 
McAndrews,  111. 
McArthur,  Ore. 
McCulloch,  O. 
McDermott,  111. 
McGillicuddy,  Me. 
McLemore,  Tex. 
Madden,  111. 
Magee,  N.  Y. 
Maher,  N.  Y. 
Martin,  La. 
Meeker,  Mo. 
Miller,  Minn. 
Mondell,  Wyo. 
Moore,  Pa. 
Moores,  Ind. 
Morin,  Pa. 

Mudd,  Md. 
Nichols,  Mich. 
Nolan,  Cal. 

Oakey,  Conn. 
Olney,  Mass. 
Overmyer,  O. 
Paige,  Mass. 


Concluded 
Parker,  N.  J. 
Parker,  N.  Y. 
Phelan,  Mass. 
Porter,  Pa. 

Pou,  N.  C. 
Reilly,  Wis. 
Riordan,  N.  Y. 
Roberts,  Mass. 
Roberts,  Nev. 
Rodenberg,  111. 
Rogers,  Mass. 
Rouse,  Ky. 
Rowland,  Pa. 
Sabath,  111. 

• Sanford,  N.  Y. 
Schall,  Minn. 
Scott,  Mich. 
Scott,  Pa. 
Scully,  N.  J. 
Sears,  Fla. 
Sherwood,  O. 
Siegel,  N.  Y. 
Slayden,  Tex. 
Small,  N.  C. 


Smith,  N.  Y. 
Snyder,  N.  Y. 
Stafford,  Wis. 
Steele,  Pa. 

Stiness,  R.  I. 
Stone,  111. 
Sulloway,  N.  H. 
Swift,  N.  Y. 
Tague,  Mass. 
Talbott,  Md. 
Tavenner,  111. 
Tilson,  Conn. 
Tinkham,  Mass. 
Treadway,  Mass. 
Van  Dyke,  Minn. 
Vare,  Pa. 

Ward,  N.  Y. 
Watson,  Pa. 
Wilson,  Fla. 
Winslow,  Mass. 
Wood,  Ind. 
Woodyard,  W.  Va. 


The  following  members  voted  against  recommitting  the  bill 
to  the  District  of  Columbia  Committee,  which  practically  meant 
a vote  for  the  measure  without  the  referendum  amendment: 


Abercrombie,  Ala, 
Adair,  Ind. 
Adamson,  Ga. 
Aiken,  S.  C. 
Alexander,  Mo. 
Almon,  Ala. 
Anderson,  Minn. 
Aswell,  La. 
Austin,  Tenn. 
Ayres,  Kan. 
Barkley,  Ky. 
Barnhart,  Ind. 
Bell,  Ga. 

Benedict,  Cal. 
Black,  Tex. 
Borland,  Mo. 
Bowers,  W.  Va. 
Britt,  N.  C. 
Burnett,  Ala. 
Butler,  Pa. 
Byrnes,  S.  C. 
Byrns,  Tenn. 
Callaway,  Tex. 
Campbell,  Kan. 
Candler,  Miss. 
Caraway,  Ark. 
Carlin,  Va. 

Carter,  Okla. 
Chiperfield,  111. 
Cline,  Ind. 

Collier,  Miss. 
Connelly,  Kan. 
Cooper,  O. 

Cox,  Ind. 
Cramton,  Mich. 


Crisp,  Ga. 

Dale,  Vt. 
Dallinger,  Mass. 
Davenport,  Okla. 
Davis,  Tex. 
Decker,  Mo. 
Denison,  111. 
Dickinson,  Mo. 
Dies,  Tex. 

Dill,  Wash. 
Dillon,  S.  D. . 
Dixon,  Ind. 
Doolittle,  Kan. 
Doughton,  N.  C. 
Dowell,  la. 

Dunn,  N.  Y. 
Edwards,  Ga. 
Ellsworth,  Minn. 
Evans,  Mont. 
Ferris,  Okla. 
Fess,  O. 

Fields,  Ky. 

Flood,  Va. 
Fordney,  Mich. 
Foss,  111. 

Foster,  111. 

Fuller,  111. 

Gandy,  S.  D. 
Garrett,  Tenn. 
Glass,  Va. 
Godwin.  N.  C. 
Good,  la. 
Goodwin,  Ark. 
Gray,  Ala. 

Gray,  Ind. 


3,  232 

Green,  Iowa. 
Gurnsey,  Me. 
Hadley,  Wash. 
Hamilton,  Mich. 
Hamilton,  N.  Y. 
Hamlin,  Mo. 
Harrison,  Miss. 
Harrison,  Va. 
Hastings,  Okla. 
Haugen,  la. 
Hawley,  Ore. 
Hayden,  Ariz. 
Heflin,  Ala. 
Helgesen,  N.  D. 
Helm,  Ky. 
Helvering,  Kan. 
Hernandez,  N.  M. 
Hilliard,  Colo. 
Hinds,  Me. 
Holland,  Va. 
Hollingsworth,  O. 
Hood,  N.  C. 
Hopwood,  Pa. 
Houston,  Tenn. 
Howard,  Ga. 
Howell,  Utah. 
Huddleston,  Ala. 
Hughes,  Ga. 

Hull,  Tenn. 
Humphreys,  Miss. 
Hutchinson,  N.  J. 
Jacoway,  Ark. 
James,  Mich. 
Johnson,  Ky. 
Johnson,  S.  D. 


Johnson,  Wash. 
Jones,  Va. 

Keating,  Colo. 
Keister,  Pa. 

Kelley,  Mich. 
Kennedy,  la. 

Kent,  Cal. 

Kiess,  Pa. 
Kincheloe,  Ky. 
King,  111. 

Kinkaid,  Neb. 
Kitchin,  N.  C. 

La  Follette,  Wash.  t 
Langley,  Ky. 

Lee,  Ga. 

Lenroot,  Wis. 
Lever,  S.  C. 

Lieb,  Ind. 
Lindbergh,  Minn. 
Littlepage,  W.  Va. 
Loud,  Mich. 
McClintic,  Okla. 
McCorkle,  S.  C. 
McCracken,  Idaho. 
McFadden,  Pa. 
McKellar,  Tenn. 
McKenzie,  111. 
McKinley,  111. 
McLaughlin,  Mich. 
Mann,  111. 

Mapes,  Mich. 

Mays,  Utah 
Miller,  Del. 

Miller,  Pa. 
Montague,  Va. 
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Moon,  Tenn. 
Morgan,  La. 
Morgan,  Okla. 
Morrison,  Ind. 
Moss,  Ind. 
Mott,  N.  Y. 
Neely,  W.  Va. 
Nelson,  Wis. 
Nicholls,  S.  C. 
North,  Pa. 
Norton,  N.  D. 
Oliver,  Ala. 
Padgett,  Tenn. 
Page,  N.  C. 
Park,  Ga. 
Peters,  Me. 
Powers,  Ky. 
Pratt,  N.  Y. 
Price,  Md. 
Quinn,  Miss. 
Ragsdale,  S.  C. 
Rainey,  111. 
Raker,  Cal. 


NAYS — 1 
Ramseyer,  la. 
Randall,  Cal. 
Rauch,  Ind. 
Rayburn,  Tex. 
Reavis,  Neb. 
Ricketts,  O. 

Rowe,  N.  Y. 
Rubey,  Mo. 
Rucker,  Ga. 
Rucker,  Mo. 
Russell,  Mo. 
Russell,  O. 
Saunders,  Va. 

Sells,  Tenn. 
Shackleford,  Mo. 
Shallenberger,  Neb. 
Sherley,  Ky. 
Shouse,  Kan. 
Simms,  Tenn. 
Sinnott,  Ore. 
Sisson,  Miss. 
Slemp,  Va. 

Sloan,  Neb. 

ANSWERED  ‘ 


Concluded 
Smith,  Idaho. 
Smith,  Mich. 
Smith,  Minn. 
Smith,  Tex. 

Snell,  N.  Y. 
Steagall,  Ala. 
Stedman,  N.  C. 
Steele,  Iowa. 
Steenerson,  Minn. 
Stephens,  Miss. 
Stephens,  Neb. 
Stephens,  Tex. 
Sterling,  111. 

Stout,  Mont. 
Sutherland,  W.  Va. 
Sweet,  la. 

Switzer,  O. 
Taggart,  Kan. 
Taylor,  Ark. 
Taylor,  Colo. 
Temple,  Pa. 
Thomas,  Ky. 
Thompson,  Okla. 
PRESENT”—! 


Tillman,  Ark. 
Timberlake,  Colo. 
Towner,  la. 
Venable,  Miss. 
Vinson,  Ga. 
Volstead,  Minn. 
Walker,  Ga. 

Walsh,  Mass. 
Wason,  N.  H. 
Watkins,  La. 
Watson,  Va. 

Webb,  N.  C. 
Whaley,  S.  C. 
Williams, T.  S.,  111. 
Williams,  W.  E.,  111. 
Williams,  O. 
Wilson,  111. 

Wilson,  La. 

Wingo,  Ark. 

Wise,  Ga. 

Woods,  la. 

Young,  N.  D. 
Young,  Tex. 


Beakes,  Mich. 
Burgess,  Tex. 
Caldwell,  N.  Y. 
Carew,  N.  Y. 
Chandler,  N.  Y. 
Church,  Calif. 
Conry,  N.  Y. 


Oldfield?  Ark. 

NOT  VOTING— 27 
Fairchild,  N.  Y.  Kettner,  Cal. 
Graham,  Pa.  Lloyd,  Mo. 

Hayes,  Cal.  London,  N.  Y. 

Hensley,  Mo.  Matthews,  O. 

Hill,  Conn.  Mooney,  O. 

Humphrey,  Wash.  Murray,  Okla. 
Kahn,  Cal.  Oglesby,  N.  Y. 


O’Shaunessy,  R.  I. 
Patten,  N.  Y. 
Platt,  N.  Y. 
Sparkman,  Fla. 
Sumners,  Tex. 
Wheeler,  111. 


When  the  measure  came  up  for  final  consideration,  the  bill 
was  passed  without  amendment  by  a vote  of  273  to  137.  The 
following  273  members  voted  for  the  bill: 


Abercrombie,  Ala. 
Adair,  Ind. 
Adamson,  Ga. 
Aiken,  S.  C. 
Alexander,  Mo. 
Almon,  Ala. 
Anderson,  Minn. 
Anthony,  Kan. 
Ashbrook,  O. 
Aswell,  La. 
Austin,  Tenn. 
Ayres,  Kan. 
Barkley,  Ky. 
Barnhart,  Ind. 
Bell,  Ga. 

Benedict,  Cal. 
Black,  Tex. 
Booher,  Mo. 
Borland,  Mo. 
Bowers,  W.  Va. 
Britt,  N.  C. 
Browne,  Wis. 
Brumbaugh,  O. 
Burnett,  Ala. 
Butler,  Pa. 
Byrnes,  S.  C. 


Byrns,  Tenn. 
Callaway,  Tex. 
Campbell,  Kan. 
Candler,  Miss. 
Caraway,  Ark. 
Carlin,  Va. 
Carter,  Mass. 
Carter,  Okla. 
Charles,  N.  Y. 
Chiperfield,  111. 
Church,  Cal. 
Clark,  Fla. 

Cline,  Ind. 
Collier,  Miss. 
Connelly,  Kan. 
Cooper,  O. 
Cooper,  W.  Va. 
Cooper,  Wis. 
Copley,  111. 

Cox,  Ind. 
Crampton,  Mich. 
Crisp,  Ga. 

Cullop,  Ind. 

Dale,  Vt. 
Dallinger,  Mass. 
Danforth,  N.  Y. 


Davenport,  Okla. 
Davis,  Tex. 
Decker^  Mo. 
Denison,  111. 
Dickinson,  Mo. 
Dies,  Tex. 

Dill,  Wash. 
Dillon,  S.  D. 
Dixon,  Ind. 
Doolittle,  Kan. 
Doughton,  N.  C. 
Dowell,  la. 

Dunn,  N.  Y. 
Edwards,  Ga. 
Ellsworth,  Minn. 
Elston,  Cal. 
Emerson,  O. 
Esch,  Wis. 

Evans,  Mont. 
Farr,  Pa. 

Ferris,  Okla. 
Fess,  O. 

Fields,  Ky. 

Flood,  Va. 
Fordney,  Mich. 
Foss,  111. 


Foster,  111. 

Frear,  Wis. 
Fuller,  111. 

' Gandy,  S.  D. 
Garrett,  Tenn. 
Glass,  Va. 
Godwin,  N.  C. 
Good,  la. 
Goodwin,  Ark. 
Gordon,  O. 

Gray,  Ala. 

Gray,  Ind. 

Green,  la. 
Greene,  Mass. 
Griest,  Pa. 
Guernsey,  Me. 
Hadley,  Wash. 
Hamilton,  Mich. 
Hamilton,  N.  Y. 
Hamlin,  Mo. 
Harrison,  Miss. 
Harrison,  Va. 

, Hastings,  Okla. 
Haugen,  la. 
Hawley,  Ore. 
Hayden,  Ariz. 
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VOTE  FOR  THE  BILL— Concluded 


Heflin,  Ala. 
Helgesen,  N.  D. 
Helm,  Ky. 
Helvering,  Kan. 
Hernandez,  N.  M. 
Hicks,  N.  Y. 
Hilliard,  Colo. 
Hinds,  Me. 
Holland,  Va. 
Hollingsworth,  O. 
Hood,  N.  C. 
Hopwood,  Pa. 
Houston,  Tenn. 
Howard,  Ga. 
Howell,  Utah 
Huddleston,  Ala. 
Hughes,  Ga. 

Hull,  Tenn. 
Humphreys,  Miss. 
Hutchinson,  N.  J. 
Jacoway,  Ark. 
James,  Mich. 
Johnson,  Ky. 
Johnson,  S.  D. 
Johnson,  Wash. 
Jones,  Va. 

Kearns,  O. 
Keating,  Colo. 
Keister,  Pa. 

Kelley,  Mich. 
Kennedy,  la. 

Kent,  Cal. 

Kettner,  Cal. 

Kiess,  Pa. 
Kincheloe,  Ky. 
King,  111. 

Kinkaid,  Neb. 
Kitchin,  N.  C. 
Kreider,  Pa. 
Lafean,  Pa. 

La  Follette,  Wash. 
Langley,  Ky. 


Lee,  Ga. 

Lenroot,  Wis. 
Lever,  S.  C. 
Lewis,  Md. 

Lieb,  Ind. 
Lindbergh,  Minn. 
Loud,  Mich. 
McClintic,  Okla. 
McCorkle,  S.  C. 


Pratt,  N.  Y. 
Price,  Md. 
Quinn,  Miss. 
Ragsdale,  S.  C. 
Rainey,  111. 
Raker,  Cal. 
Ramseyer,  la. 
Randall,  Cal. 
Rauch,  Ind. 


McCracken,  Idaho.  Rayburn,  Tex. 


McCulloch,  O. 
McFadden,  Pa. 
McKellar,  Tenn. 
McKenzie,  111. 
McKinley,  111. 


Reavis,  Neb. 
Ricketts,  O. 
Roberts,  Mass. 
Rowe,  N.  Y. 
Rubey,  Mo. 


McLaughlin,  Mich.  Rucker,  Ga. 


Mapes,  Mich. 
Mays,  Utah 
Miller,  Del. 
Miller,  Pa. 
Mondell,  Wyo. 
Montague,  Va. 
Moon,  Tenn. 
Moores,  Ind. 
Morgan,  La. 
Morgan,  Okla. 
Morrison,  Ind. 
Moss,  Ind. 
Mott,  N.  Y. 
Neely,  W.  Va. 
Nelson,  Wis. 
Nicholls,  S.  C. 
North,  Pa. 
Norton,  N.  D. 
Oliver,  Ala. 
Padgett,  Tenn. 
Page,  N.  C. 
Paige,  Mass. 
Park,  Ga. 
Parker,  N.  Y. 
Peters,  Me. 
Powers,  Ky. 


Rucker,  Mo. 
Russell,  Mo. 
Russell,  O. 
Saunders,  Va. 
Schall,  Minn. 
Sears,  Fla. 

Sells,  Tenn. 
Shackelford,  Mo. 


Stephens,  Neb. 
Stephens,  Tex. 
Sterling,  111. 

Stone,  111. 

Stout,  Mont. 
Sulloway,  N.  H. 
Summers,  Tex. 
Sutherland,  W.  Va. 
Sweet,  la. 

Switzer,  O. 
Taggart,  Kan. 
Tavenner,  111. 
Taylor,  Ark. 
Taylor,  Colo. 
Temple,  Penn. 
Thomas,  Ky. 
Thompson,  Okla. 
Tillman,  Ark. 
Timberlake,  Colo. 
Towner,  la. 
Venable,  Miss. 
Vinson,  Ga. 
Volstead,  Minn. 
Walker,  Ga. 


Shallenberger,  Neb.  Walsh,  Mass. 


The  following  137  members 


Allen,  O. 
Bacharach,  N.  J. 
Bailey,  Pa. 
Barchfeld,  Pa. 
Beales,  Pa. 
Blackmon,  Ala. 
Britten,  111. 
Browning,  N.  J. 
Bruckner,  N.  Y. 
Buchanan,  111. 
Buchanan,  Tex. 
Burke,  Wis. 
Cannon,  111. 
Cantrill,  Ky. 
Capstick,  N.  J. 
Cary,  Wis. 

Casey,  Pa. 

Coady,  Md. 
Coleman,  Pa. 
Costello,  Pa. 


Crago,  Pa. 

Crosser,  O. 

Curry,  Cal. 

Dale,  Br’klyn,  N.  Y, 
Darrow,  Pa. 

Davis,  Minn. 
Dempsey,  N.  Y. 
Dent,  Ala. 

Dewalt,  Pa. 
Dooling,  N.  Y. 
Doremus,  Mich. 
Driscoll,  N.  Y. 
Drukker,  N.  J. 
Dupre,  La. 

Dyer,  Mo. 

Eagen,  N.  J. 
Eagle,  Tex. 
Edmonds,  Penn. 
Estopinal,  La. 
Fairchild,  N.  Y. 


Shouse,  Kan. 
Sims,  Tenn. 
Sinnott-,  Ore. 
Sisson,  Miss. 
Slemp,  Va. 

Sloan,  Neb. 
Small,  N.  C. 
Smith,  Idaho 
Smith,  Mich. 
Smith,  Minn. 
Smith,  Texas. 
Snell,  N.  Y. 
Steagall,  Ala. 
Stedman,  N.  C. 
Steele,  la. 
Steenerson,  Minn. 
Stephens,  Miss. 

voted  against 
Farley,  N.  Y. 
Fitzgerald,  N.  Y. 
Flynn,  N.  Y. 
Focht,  Pa. 
Freeman,  Conn. 
Gallagher,  111. 
Gallivan,  Mass. 
Gard,  O. 

Gardner,  Mass. 
Garland,  Pa. 
Garner,  Tex. 
Gillet,  Mass. 
Glynn,  Conn. 
Gould,  N.  Y. 
Gray,  N.  J. 
Greene,  Vt. 

Gregg,  Tex. 
Griffin,  N.  Y. 
Hamill,  N.  J. 
Hardy,  Tex. 


Wasson,  N.  H. 
Watkins,  La. 
Watson,  Va. 

Webb,  N.  C. 
Whaley,  S.  C. 
Wheeler,  111. 
Williams,  T.  S.,  111. 
Williams,  W.  E.,  111. 
Williams,  O. 
Wilson,  111. 

Wilson,  La. 

Wingo,  Ark. 

Wise,  Ga. 

Wood,  Ind. 

Woods,  la. 
Woodyard,  W.  Va. 
Young,  N.  D. 
Young,  Tex. 

the  bill: 

Hart,  N.  J. 

Haskell,  N.  Y. 
Heaton,  Pa. 

Henry,  Tex. 
Hulbert,  N.  Y. 
Hull,  la. 

Husted,  N.  Y. 

Igoe,  Mo. 

Kennedy,  R.  I. 
Key,  O. 

Konop,  Wis. 

Lazaro,  La. 
Lehlbach,  N.  J. 
Lesher,  Pa. 

Liebel,  Pa. 
Linthicum,  Md. 
Lobeck,  Neb. 

Loft,  N.  Y. 
Longworth,  O. 
McAndrews,  111. 
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VOTE  AGAINST  THE  BILL— Concluded 


McArthur,  Ore. 
McDermott,  111. 
McGillicuddy,  Me. 
McLemore,  Tex. 
Madden,  111. 
Magee,  N.  Y. 
Maher,  N.  Y. 
Mann,  111. 

Martin,  La. 
Meeker,  Mo. 
Miller,  Minn. 
Moore,  Pa. 

Morin,  Pa. 

Mudd,  Md. 
Nichols,  Mich. 

Bennett,  N. 


Nolan,  Cal. 
Oakey,  Conn. 
Olney,  Mass. 
Overmyer,  O. 
Parker,  N.  J. 
Phelan,  Mass. 
Platt,  N.  Y. 
Porter,  Pa. 

Pou,  N.  C. 
Reilly,  Wis. 
Riordan,  N.  Y. 
Roberts,  Nev. 
Rodenberg,  111. 
Rogers,  Mass. 
Rouse,  Ky. 


Rowland,  Pa. 
Sabath,  111. 
Sanford,  N.  Y. 
Scott,  Mich. 
Scott,  Pa. 
Scully,  N.  J. 
Sherley,  Ky. 
Sherwood,  O. 
Siegel,  N.  Y. 
Slayden,  Tex. 
Smith,  N.  Y. 
Snyder,  N.  Y. 
Stafford,  Wis. 
Steele,  Pa. 
Stiness,  R.  I. 


Swift,  N.  Y. 
Tague,  Mass. 
Talbott,  Md. 
Tilson,  Conn. 
Tinkham,  Mass. 
Treadway,  Mass. 
Van  Dyke,  Minn. 
Vare,  N.  Y. 
Ward,  N.  Y. 
Watson,  Penn. 
Wilson,  Fla. 
Winslow,  Mass. 


PRESENT 

Y.,  paired  for  the  bill,  with  Conry,  N.  Y.,  against. 


PRESENT 
Oldfield,  Ark. 


Beakes,  Mich. 
Burgess,  Tex. 
Caldwell,  N.  Y. 
Carew,  N.  Y. 
Chandler,  N.  Y. 
Conry,  N.  Y. 


NOT  VOTING 

Graham,  Pa.  Littlepage,  W.  Va.  Oglesby,  N.  Y. 

Hayes,  Cal.  Lloyd,  Mo.  O’Shaunessy,  R.  I. 

Hensley,  Mo.  London,  N.  Y.  Patten,  N.  Y. 

Hill,  Conn.  Matthews,  O.  Sparkman,  Fla. 

Humphrey,  Wash.  Mooney,  O. 

Kahn,  Cal.  Murray,  Okla. 


Carew  with  Hill 
Hensley  with  Mooney 
'Beakes  with  Matthews 
Littlepage  with  Graham 


PAIRS  ANNOUNCED  BY  THE  CLERK 

Hayes  with  Patten  Oldfield  with  Caldwell 

Bennett  with  Conry  Lloyd  with  O’Shaunessy 
Humphrey  with  Kahn 
Murray  with  Chandler 


VOTE  BY  STATES 

The  vote  by  states,  with  the  political  affiliation  of  each  Rep- 
resentative, is  as  follows: 

VOTE  OF  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  ON  THE  DISTRICT 
OF  COLUMBIA.  PROHIBITION  BILL 

Names  of  Democrats  in  black;  Independents  and  Progressives  in  caps. 
Unless  indicated  in  parenthesis  following  name,  all  others  are  Republicans. 

ALABAMA. — FOR:  Abercrombie;  Almon;  Burnett;  Gray;  Heflin;  Hud- 
dleston; Oliver;  Steagall.  AGAINST:  Blackmon;  Bent. 

ARIZONA.— FOR:  Hayden. 

ARKANSAS. — FOR::  Caraway;  Goodwin;  Jacoway;  Oldfield;  Taylor; 

Tillman;  Wingo. 

CALIFORNIA. — FOR:  Benedict;  Church;  Elston  (Pro.);  Kent  (Ind.)  ; 
Kettner;  Raker;  Randall  (Proh.).  AGAINST:  Curry;  Kahn;  NOLAN. 
COLORADO. — FOR:  Hilliard;  Keating;  Taylor;  Timberlake. 

CONNECTICUT.  — AGAINST:  Freeman;  Glynn;  Oakey;  Tilson. 

PAIRED:  Hill  (Attitude  “for”  or  “against”  not  indicated). 

DELAWARE.— FOR:  Miller. 

FLORIDA.— FOR:  Clark;  Sears.  AGAINST:  Wilson.  NOT  VOT- 

ING: Sparkman. 

GEORGIA. — FOR:  Adamson;  Bell;  Crisp;  Edwards;  Howard;  Hughes; 
Lee;  Park:  Rucker:  Vinson;  Walker:  Wise. 

IDAHO. — FOR:  McCracken;  Smith. 

ILLINOIS. — FOR:  Copley  (Prog.  Rep.);  Chiperfield ; Denison;  Foss; 

Foster;  Fuller;  King;  McKenzie;  McKinley;  Rainey;  Sterling;  Stone;  Tav- 
ernier; Williams,  T.  S. ; Williams,  W.  E’. ; Wilson;  Wheeler.  AGAINST: 
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Britten;  Buchanan;  Cannon;  Gallagher;  Madden;  Mann;  McAndrews;  Mc- 
Dermott; Rodenberg;  Sabath. 

INDIANA. — FOR:  Adair;  Barnhart;  Cline;  Cox;  Cullop;  Dixon;  Gray; 
Lieb;  Moores;  Morrison;  Moss;  Rauch;  Wood. 

IOWA. — FOR:  Dowell;  Good;  Green;  Haugen;  Kennedy;  Ramseyer ; 

Sweet;  Steele;  Towner;  Woods.  AGAINST:  Hull. 

KANSAS. — FOR:  Anthony;  Ayres;  Campbell;  Connelly;  Doolittle; 

Helvering;  Shouse ; Taggart 

KENTUCKY.— FOR:  Barkley;  Fields;  Helm;  Johnson;  Kincheloe; 

Langley;  Powers;  Thomas.  AGAINST:  Cantrill;  Rouse;  Sherley. 

LOUISIANA. — FOR:  Aswell ; Morgan,  Watkins;  Wilson.  AGAINST: 
Estopinal ; Dupre;  Lazaro;  Martin  (Prog.  Protec.). 

MAINE. — FOR:  Guernsey;  Hinds;  Peters.  AGAINST:  McGillicuddy. 

MARYLAND. — FOR:  Lewis;  Price.  AGAINST:  Coady,  Linthicum; 

Mudd ; Talbott. 

MASSACHUSETTS. — FOR:  Carter;  Dallinger,  Greene;  Paige;  Rob- 

erts; Walsh.  AGAINST:  Gardner;  Gallivan;  Gillett ; Olney;  Phelan;  Rogers; 
Tague;  Tinkham;  Treadway;  Winslow. 

MICHIGAN. — FOR:  Cramton ; Fordney;  Hamilton;  James;  Kelley; 

Loud;  Mapes ; McLaughlin;  Smith.  AGAINST:  Doremus;  Nichols;  Scott. 

PAIRED:  Beakes  (Attitude  “for”  or  “against”  not  indicated). 

MINNESOTA.— FOR:  Anderson;  Ellsworth;  Lindbergh;  SCHALL ; 

Smith;  Steenerson ; Volstead.  AGAINST:  Davis,  Miller,  VanDyke. 

MISSISSIPPI. — FOR:  Candler;  Collier;  Harrison;  Humphreys;  Quin: 
Sisson;  Stephen;  Venable. 

MISSOURI. — FOR:  Alexander;  Booher;  Borland;  Decker;  Dickinson; 

Hamlin;  Lloyd;  Rucker;  Russell;  Rubey;  Shackelford.  AGAINST:  Dyer; 

Igoe;  Meeker.  PAIRED:  Hensley  (Attitude  “for”  or  “against”  not  indicated). 
MONTANA.— FOR:  Evans;  Stout. 

NEBRASKA.— FOR  : Kinkaid  ; Reavis;  Shallenberger  ; Sloan;  Stephens. 
AGAINST:  Lobeck. 

NEVADA.— AGAINST:  Roberts. 

NEW  HAMPSHIRE.— FOR:  Sulloway  ; Wason. 

NEW  JERSEY. — FOR:  Hutchinson.  AGAINST:  Bacharach ; Brown- 

ing; Capstick ; Drukker ; Eagan;  Gray;  Hamill;  Hart;  Lehlbach ; Parker; 
Scully. 

NEW  MEXICO.— FOR:  Hernandez. 

NEW  YORK. — FOR:  Charles;  Danforth ; Dunn;  Hamilton;  Hicks; 

Mott;  Parker;  Pratt;  Rowe;  Snell.  AGAINST:  Bruckner;  Caldwell;  Dale; 

Dooling;  Dempsey;  Driscoll;  Flynn;  Fitzgerald;  Fairchild;  Farley;  Griffin ; 
Gould;  Haskell;  Hulbert;  Husted ; Loft;  Maher;  Magee;  Platt;  Riordan ; 
Sanford;  Smith;  Snyder  ;*  Siegel ; Swift;  Ward.  PAIRED:  Bennett;  Carew  ; 
Chandler;  Conry  (Attitude  of  each  “for”  or  “against”  not  indicated).  NOT 
VOTING— London  (Soc.)  ; Oglesby. 

NORTH  CAROLINA.  — FOR:  Britt;  Doughton;  Godwin;  Hood; 

Kitchin;  Page;  Small;  Stedman ; Webb.  AGAINST:  Pou. 

NORTH  DAKOTA. — FOR:  Helgesen  ; Norton;  Young. 

OHIO. — FOR:  Ashbrook ; Brumbaugh;  Cooper;  Emerson;  Fess;  Gor- 

don; Hollingsworth;  Kearns;  McCulloch;  Ricketts;  Russell;  Switzer;  Wil- 
liams. AGAINST:  Allen;  Crosser;  Gard ; Key;  Longworth ; Overmyer; 

Sherwood.  PAIRED:  Matthews;  Mooney  (Attitude  of  each  “for”  or  “against” 
not  indicated). 

OKLAHOMA. — FOR:  Carter;  Davenport;  Ferris;  Hastings;  Morgan; 

McClintic;  Murry;  Thompson. 

OREGON.— FOR:  Hawley;  Sinnott.  AGAINST:  McArthur. 
PENNSYLVANIA.— FOR:  Butler;  Farr;  Griest ; Hopwood;  Keister; 

Kiess ; Kreider ; Lafean;  McFadden;  Miller;  North;  Temple.  AGAINST: 
Bailey;  Barchfield,  Beales;  Casey;  Crago ; Costello;  Coleman;  Darrow ; De- 
Walt;  Edmonds;  Focht;  Garland;  Heaton;  Lesher;  Liebel,  Jr.;  Moore; 
JVIorin ; Porter;  Rowland;  Scott;  Steele;  Vare;  Watson.  PAIRED;  Graham 
(Attitude  “for”  or  ‘against”  not  indicated). 

RHODE  ISLAND.— AGAINST  : Kennedy;  O’Shaunessy;  Stiness. 
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SOUTH  CAROLINA.  — FOR:  Aiken;  Byrnes;  Lever;  McCorkle; 

Nicholls;  Ragsdale:  Whaley. 

SOUTH  DAKOTA— FOR:  Dillon;  Gandy;  Johnson. 

TENNESSEE. — FOR:  Austin;  Byrns;  Garrett;  Houston;  Hull;  Me- 

Kellar;  Moon;  Padgett;  Sells;  Sims. 

TEXAS. — FOR:  Black;  Callaway;  Davis;  Dies;  Rayburn;  Smith;  Sum- 
ners; Young.  AGAINST:  Buchanan;  Eagle;  Garner;  Gregg;  Hardy;  Henry; 
McLemore;  Slayden;  Stephens.  NOT  VOTING:  Burgess. 

UTAH. — FOR:  Howell;  Mays  (Prog.  Dem.). 

VERMONT.— FOR:  Dale.  AGAINST:  Greene. 

VIRGINIA. — FOR:  Carlin;  Flood;  Glass;  Harrison;  Holland;  Jones; 

Montague;  Saunders;  Slemp ; Watson. 

WASHINGTON. — FOR:  Dill;  Hadley;  Humphrey;  Johnson;  LaFollette. 
WEST  VIRGINIA.  — FOR:  Bowers;  Cooper;  Neely;  Sutherland. 

PAIRED : Littlepage  (Attitude  “for”  or  “against”  not  indicated)  ; Woodyard. 

WISCONSIN. — FOR:  Browne;  Cooper;  Esch;  Frear;  Lenroot ; Nel- 
son. AGAINST:  Burke;  Cary;  Konop;  Reilly;  Stafford. 

WYOMING.— FOR:  Mondell. 


SUMMARY  OF  THE  VOTE  IN  THE  UNITED  STATES  HOUSE 
OF  REPRESENTATIVES  ON  THE  DISTRICT  OF 
COLUMBIA  PROHIBITION  BILL 

States  which  were  solid  for  the  bill:  Arizona,  Arkansas,  Colo- 

rado, Delaware,  Georgia,  Idaho,  Indiana,  Kansas,  Mississippi,  Mon- 
tana, New  Hampshire,  New  Mexico,  North  Dakota,  Oklahoma, 
South  Carolina,  South  Dakota,  Tennessee,  Utah,  Virginia,  Wash- 
ington, Wyoming.  Total,  21. 

States  three-fourths  or  more  of  whose  Representatives  voted 
for  the  bill:  Alabama,  Iowa,  Maine,  Nebraska,  North  Carolina, 

and  the  above  21.  Total,  26. 

States  two-thirds  or  more  of  whose  representatives  voted  for 
the  bill:  Michigan,  Missouri,  Oregon,  West  Virginia,  and  the 

above  26.  Total,  30. 

States  a majority  or  more  of  whose  Representatives  voted  for 
the  bill:  California,  Illinois,  Kentucky,  Minnesota,  Ohio,  Wiscon- 

sin, Texas,  and  the  above  30.  Total,  37. 

States  whose  representatives  divided  half  and  half:  Florida, 

Louisiana,  Vermont.  Total,  3. 

States  50  per  cent  or  more  of  whose  Representatives  voted  for 
the  bill:  Total  number,  40. 

States  whose  Representatives  voted  solid  against  the  bill: 
Nevada,  Rhode  Island.  Total,  2. 

States  three-fourths  or  more  of  whose  Representatives  voted 
against  the  bill:  Connecticut,  New  Jersey,  and  above  two.  Total,  4 

States  two- thirds  or  more  of  whose  Representatives  voted 
against  the  bill:  Maryland,  Massachusetts,  and  above  four. 

Total,  6. 

States  a majority  of  whose  Representatives  voted  against  the 
bill:  New  York,  Pennsylvania,  and  above  six.  Total,  8. 


VOTE  OF  CONGRESS  ON  THE  WEBB  LAW  OVER  THE 
VETO  OF  PRESIDENT  TAFT 

Senate,  February  28,  1913.  House,  March  1,  1913. 

Names  of  Democrats  in  black.  All  others  Republicans,  unless  otherwise 
indicated. 

The  following  votes  for  and  against  the  Webb  law  were  registered  when 
the  measure  was  placed  on  its  final  passage,  the  proposition  being  submitted  to 
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each  house  of  Congress:  “Shall  the  Bill  pass,  the  objections  of  the  President 

of  the  United  States  notwithstanding?” 

ALABAMA.— SENATE,  FOR:  Johnston.  NOT  VOTING:  Bankhead. 

HOUSE,  FOR:  Burnett;  Clayton;  Hobson;  Richardson;  Taylor;  Under- 
wood. AGAINST:  Blackmon;  Dent.  ANSWERED  “PRESENT Heflin. 

ARIZONA.— SENATE.  FOR:  Ashurst;  Smith.  HOUSE.  FOR:  Hayden. 
ARKANSAS.— SENATE,  FOR:  Clarke;  Kavanaugh.  HOUSE,  FOR: 

Floyd;  Goodwin;  Jacoway;  Macon;  Oldfield;  Taylor.  AGAINST:  Cravens. 

COLORADO.— SENATE,  FOR:  Thomas.  AGAINST:  Guggenheim. 

HOUSE,  FOR:  Martin;  Rucker;  Taylor. 

CALIFORNIA.  — SENATE.  FOR : Works.  AGAINST  : Perkins. 

HOUSE,  FOR:  Hayes;  Kent;  Knowland;  Needham;  Raker;  Stephens. 

AGAINST : Kahn. 

CONNECTICUT.— SENATE,  AGAINST:  Brandegee ; McLean.  HOUSE, 
FOR:  Henry,  Higgins.  AGAINST:  Hill;  Reilly;  Tilson. 

DELAWARE.— SENATE,  AGAINST:  DuPont,  Richardson.  HOUSE. 

FOR:  Heald. 

FLORIDA.— SENATE,  FOR:  Bryan;  Fletcher.  HOUSE,  FOR:  Mays; 
Sparkman.  NOT  VOTING:  Clark. 

GEORGIA.— SENATE.  FOR:  Smith.  NOT  VOTING:  Bacon.  HOUSE, 
FOR:  Adamson;  Bell;  Edwards;  Howard;  Hughes;  Roddenbery;  Tribble. 
AGAINST:  Bartlett;  Brantley;  Hardwick.  NOT  VOTING:  Lee. 

IDAHO.— SENATE,  FOR:  Borah,  Brady.  HOUSE,  FOR:  French. 
ILLINOIS.— SENATE,  FOR:  Cullom.  HOUSE,  FOR:  Foss;  Foster; 
Fowler;  Fuller;  Graham;  McKenzie;  McKinley;  McKinney;  Prince;  Rainey; 
Sterling;  Stone;  Wilson.  AGAINST:  Buchanan;  Cannon;  Copley;  Evans; 

Gallagher;  Madden;  Mann;  McDermott;  Rodenberg;  Sabath;  Thistlewood. 
NOT  VOTING:  Stack. 

INDIANA.— SENATE,  FOR:  Kern;  Shively.  HOUSE,  FOR:  Adair; 
Barnhart;  Boehne;  Cline;  Cox;  Crumpacker;  Cullop;  Dixon;  Gray;  Mor- 
rison; Moss;  Rouch.  NOT  VOTING:  Korbly. 

IOWA.— SENATE,  FOR:  Cummins,  Kenyon.  HOUSE,  FOR:  Good; 

Green;  Haugen;  Kendall;  Kennedy;  Pepper;  Pickett;  Prouty;  Scott;  Towner; 
Woods. 

KANSAS.— SENATE,  FOR:  Bristow;  Curtis.  HOUSE,  FOR:  An- 

thony; Campbell;  Jackson;  Murdock;  Neely;  Rees;  Taggart;  Young. 

KENTUCKY.  — SENATE,  AGAINST:  Bradley;  Paynter.  HOUSE, 

FOR:  Fields;  Helm;  Johnson;  Langley;  Powers;  Thomas.  AGAINST: 

Cantrill;  James;  Rouse:  Sherley;  Stanley. 

LOUISIANA.  — SENATE,  FOR:  Thornton.  AGAINST:  Foster. 

HOUSE,  FOR:  Morgan;  Ransdell;  Watkins.  AGAINST:  Broussard; 

Dupre;  Estopinal;  Pujo. 

MAINE.— SENATE,  FOR:  Gardner;  Johnson.  HOUSE,  FOR:  Gould; 
Guernsey;  Hinds;  McGillicuddy. 

MARYLAND.— SENATE,  FOR:  Jackson;  Smith.  HOUSE.  FOR: 

Covington;  Lewis;  Linthicum;  Talbott.  AGAINST;  Konig;  Parran. 

MASSACHUSETTS.— SENATE,  FOR:  Lodge.  AGAINST:  Crane. 

HOUSE,  FOR:  Ames;  Gardner;  Gillett ; Lawrence;  Thayer;  Weeks;  Wilder. 
AGAINST:  Curley;  Greene;  Murray;  Peters;  Roberts.  NOT  VOTING: 

Harris ; McCall. 

MICHIGAN.— SENATE,  FOR:  Smith;  Townsend.  HOUSE,  FOR: 

Dodds;  Doremus;  Hamilton;  Loud;  McLaughlin;  Smith  (S.  W.)  ; Sweet; 
Young.  AGAINST:  Fordney ; McMorran.  NOT  VOTING:  Smith  (J. 
M.  C.). 

MINNESOTA.— SENATE,  FOR:  Clapp;  Nelson.  HOUSE,  FOR: 

Anderson;  Davis;  Hammond;  Lindbergh;  Nye,  Steenerson;  Volstead. 
AGAINST:  Stevens.  NOT  VOTING:  Miller. 

MISSISSIPPI.  — SENATE,  FOR:  Williams.  AGAINST:  Percy. 

HOUSE,  FOR:  Candler;  Collier;  Harrison;  Humphreys;  Sisson;  Stephens; 
Witherspoon.  NOT  VOTING:  Dickson. 

MISSOURI.— SENATE,  NOT  VOTING:  Reed;  Stone.  HOUSE, 

FOR:  Alexander;  Borland;  Daugherty;  Dickinson;  Hamlin;  Hensley;  Lloyd; 
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Rubey;  Rucker;  Russell;  Shackleford.  AGAINST:  Bartholdt.;  Dyer;  Gill. 

ANSWERED  “PRESENT :”  Booher. 

MONTANA.— SENATE,  FOR:  Dixon;  Myers.  HOUSE,  FOR:  Pray. 
NEBRASKA.— SENATE,  FOR:  Brown.  NOT  VOTING:  Hitchcock. 
HOUSE,  FOR:  Kinkaid ; Maguire;  Norris;  Sloan;  Stephens.  NOT  VOT- 

ING: Lobeck. 

NEVADA.— SENATE,  FOR:  Newlands;  Pittman.  HOUSE,  AGAINST: 
Roberts. 

NEW  HAMPSHIRE.— SENATE,  FOR:  Burnham,  Gallinger.  HOUSE, 
NOT  VOTING:  Currier,  Sulloway. 

NEW  JERSEY.— SENATE,  AGAINST:  Martine.  NOT  VOTING: 
Briggs.  HOUSE.  FOR:  Tuttle;  Wood.  AGAINST:  Browning;  Hamill; 

Hart;  Kinkead;  McCoy;  Townsend.  NOT  VOTING:  Gardner;  Scully. 

NEW  MEXICO. — SENATE.  FOR:  Fall.  AGAINST:  Catron. 

HOUSE,  FOR:  Fergusson.  NOT  VOTING:  Curry. 

NEW  YORK.— SENATE.  AGAINST:  O’Gorman,  Root.  HOUSE, 
FOR:  Akin  (Prog.  Rep.);  Andrus:  Ayres:  Bradley:  Calder:  Draper;  Har- 

rison; Payne;  Simmons.  AGAINST:  DeForrest:  Driscoll  (D.  A.);  Dris- 
coll (M.  E.)  ; Dwight:  Fairchild:  Fitzgerald:  Fornes;  Goldfogle;  Levy: 

Patten:  Redfield:  Talcott:  Underhill  NOT  VOTING:  Conry:  Danforth ; 

George:  Kindred:  Lindsay;  Littleton;  Maher:  Merritt:  Mott:  Riordan; 

Smith:  Vreeland : Wilson. 

NORTH  CAROLINA.— SENATE.  FOR:  Overman;  Simmons.  HOUSE. 
FOR:  Doughton;  Faison:  Godwin;  Gudger:  Kitchin;  Page;  Pou;  Small; 
Stedman  : Webb. 

NORTH  DAKOTA.— SENATE,  FOR:  Gronna,  McCumber.  HOUSE, 
FOR : Helgesen. 

OHIO.— SENATE,  FOR:  Burton.  AGATNST : Pomerene.  HOUSE, 

FOR:  Ashbrook:  Claypool:  Denver:  Francis;  Howland;  Post;  Sharp;  Whit- 
acre:  White;  Willis.  AGAINST:  Allen:  Bathrick:  Bulkley;  Goeke;  Long- 
worth:  Sherwood:  Switzer:  Taylor.  NOT  VOTING:  Ansberry. 

OKLAHOMA.— SENATE,  FOR:  Gore;  Owen.  HOUSE,  FOR:  Mc- 
Guire. NOT  VOTING:  Carter;  Davenport:  Ferris;  Morgan. 

OREGON.— SENATE,  FOR:  Chamberlain.  NOT  VOTING:  Bourne. 

HOUSE,  FOR:  Hawley;  Lafferty. 

PENNSYLVANIA.— SENATE.  FOR:  Oliver.  AGAINST:  Penrose. 

HOUSE,  FOR:  Ainey:  Butler;  Difenderfer:  Farr;  Focht;  Gregg;  Griest ; 

Langham;  McCreary;  Matthews;  Palmer:  Patton;  Porter:  Sneer;  Vare; 

Wilson.  AGAINST:  Barchfeld : Bates;  "Rurke;  Crago : Dalzell:  Donohoe; 

Lafean  : Lee;  Moore;  Olmsted;  Reyburn ; Rothermel.  NOT  VOTING:  Hart- 
man : Moon. 

RHODE  ISLAND.— SENATE,  AGAINST:  Wetmore.  NOT  VOTING: 
Lippit.  HOUSE,  FOR:  O’Shaunessy. 

SOUTH  CAROLINA.— SENATE,  FOR:  Smith,  Tillman.  HOUSE, 

FOR:  Aiken;  Byrnes;  Ellerbe;  Finley:  Tohnson;  Lever. 

SOUTH  DAKOTA.— SENATE,  FOR:  Crawford,  Gamble.  HOUSE, 
FOR:  Burke;  Martin. 

TENNESSEE.— SENATE,  FOR:  Lea;  Webb.  HOUSE,  FOR:  Austin; 

Burns:  Garrett;  Houston;  Hull;  Moon;  Padgett;  Sells;  Sims.  AGAINST: 
McKellar. 

TEXAS.— SENATE,  FOR.  Culberson:  Sheppard..  HOUSE,  FOR:  Beall; 
Callaway;  Dies:  Garner:  Gregg;  Hardy;  Henry;  Randell;  Smith;  Stephens; 
Young.  AGAINST:  Burgess;  Burleson;  Moore;  Slayden. 

UTAH.— SENATE,  FOR:  Smoot.  AGAINST:  Sutherland.  HOUSE, 
FOR:  Howell. 

VERMONT.— SENATE,  FOR:  Dillingham;  Page.  HOUSE,  FOR: 

Green ; Plumley. 

VIRGINIA.— SENATE,  FOR:  Martin;  Swanson.  HOUSE,  FOR: 

Carlin;  Flood;  Glass;  Hay;  Holland;  Jones;  Lamb;  Saunders;  Slemp ; Turn- 
bull. 

WASHINGTON.  — SENATE.  FOR : Jones ; Poindexter.  HOUSE, 

FOR:  Humphrey;  La  Follette;  Warburton. 

WEST  VIRGINA.— SENATE,  FOR:  Chilton.  NOT  VOTING:  Wat- 
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son.  HOUSE,  FOR:  Davis;  Hamilton;  Littlepage.  NOT  VOTING: 

Brown ; Hughes. 

WISCONSIN.— SENATE,  AGAINST:  Stephenson.  NOT  VOTING: 

La  Follette.  HOUSE,  FOR:  Kopp ; Lenroot ; Nelson.  AGAINST:  Berger 
(Socialist);  Burke;  Cary;  Cooper;  Davidson;  Esch;  Konop.  NOT  VOT- 
ING: Morse. 

NOTE:  Senator  La  Follette  later  in  the  afternoon  announced  that  he 
had  been  called  from  the  Senate  Chamber  when  the  bill  came  up,  but  had 
he  been  present,  he  would  have  voted  to  pass  the  bill  over  the  President’s 

veto. 

WYOMING.— SENATE,  AGAINST:  Warren.  NOT  VOTING:  Clark. 
HOUSE,  FOR:  Mondell. 


FEDERAL  ANTI-LIQUOR  ADVERTISING  LAW 

A bill  providing  for  the  exclusion  from  the  United  States 
mails  of  letters,  postcards,  circulars,  newspapers,  pamphlets,  or 
publications  of  any  kind  containing  advertisements  of  intoxicat- 
ing liquors,  or  containing  a solicitation  of  orders  for  intoxicating 
liquors,  addressed  to  persons,  firms,  corporations  or  associations, 
in  any  state  or  territory,  where  the  advertising  or  soliciting  of 
orders  for  liquors  has  been  prohibited  was  presented  in  the  Sen- 
ate, in  the. second  session  of  the  Sixty-fourth  Congress  by  Senator 
Bankhead  of  Alabama,  on  February  12,  1916.  The  measure  was 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Postoffice  and  Post  Roads  and  re- 
ported to  the  Senate  by  that  committee  on  December  21,  1916,  by 
Mr.  Bankhead  as  chairman  of  the  committee.  On  January  11, 
1917,  the  bill  was  passed  by  the  Senate  by  an  overwhelming  ma- 
jority, without  roll  call. 

In  the  House  of  Representatives  a more  drastic  bill  was  in- 
troduced by  Representative  Randall  of  California.  This  bill  pro- 
vided for  the  Prohibition  of  all  liquor  advertisements  from  the 
United  States  mails.  This  bill  was  known  as  House  Bill  No.  280 
and  was  referred  to  the  House  Committee  on  Postoffice  and  Post 
Roads. 

When  the  postoffice  appropriation  bill  was  being  considered 
in  the  Senate  committee,  the  committee  added  to  the  appropria- 
tion bill  as  an  amendment  the  anti-liquor  advertising  bill  which 
had  already  passed  the  Senate  and  which  was  known  as  Senate 
4429.  When  this  was  brought  before  the  Senate,  it  went  out  of 
the  bill  on  a point  of  order,  but  Senator  Jones  of  Washington 
gave  notice  of  a resolution  to  suspend  the  rules  of  the  Senate  and 
allow  consideration.  On  February  15,  1917,  the  vote  on  the  sus- 
pension of  the  rules  was  taken  and  carried. 

Senator  Reed  of  Missouri  offered  an  amendment  to  the  Jones 
amendment  which  was  as  follows: 

Whoever  shall  order,  purchase  or  cause  intoxicating  liquors  to  be  trans- 
ported in  interstate  commerce,  except  for  scientific,  sacramental  or  medicinal 
purposes  into  any  state  or  territory  the  laws  of  which  state  or  territory  pro- 
hibit the  manufacture  or  sale  therein  of  intoxicating  liquors  for  beverage  pur- 
poses shall  be  subject  to  the  punishment  aforesaid. 

Although  Senator  Reed  had  shown  himself  in  almost  every 
instance  to  be  an  enemy  of  advanced  Prohibition  legislation,  a 
majority  of  the  friends  of  Prohibition  in  the  Senate  accepted  the 
challenge  laid  down  by  Senator  Reed  and  adopted  the  amendment 
which  he  had  offered.  The  amendment  presented  by  Senator 
Jones,  thus  amended  by  motion  of  Senator  Reed,  passed  the  Sen- 
ate and  became  a part  of  the  postoffice  appropriation  bill,  which 
had  already  passed  the  House,  and  which  was  accordingly  mes- 
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saged  back  to  the  House  for  concurrence  in  the  Senate  amend- 
ment. The  Jones  amendment  to  the  postoffice  appropriation  bill 
applied  the  underlying  principle  of  the  so-called  Webb-Kenyon 
Interstate  Commerce  law  to  the  use  of  the  United  States  mails 
for  advertising  in  the  various  states.  The  amendment  offered  by 
Senator  Reed  went  much  further  than  the  original  amendment  by 
practically  making  all  states  in  which  the  manufacture  and  sale 
of  intoxicating  liquors  has  been  prohibited,  strictly  “bone-dry” 
irrespective  of  whether  or  not  such  states  have  enacted  “bone- 
dry”  laws. 

This  amendment,  which  had  been  adopted  by  the  Senate, 
came  up  for  passage  in  the  House  of  Representatives  on  February 
21,  and  was  passed  by  a vote  of  319  to  72.  Under  the  provisions 
of  this  law,  the  United  States  mails  are  closed  to  all  letters,  ad- 
vertisements and  newspapers  which  are  addressed  to  any  person, 
firm,  corporation  or  association  in  any  state  or  territory  where 
the  sale  and  manufacture  of  intoxicating  liquors  has  been  pro- 
hibited. The  fight  for  this  measure  in  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives was  led  by  Representative  Randall  of  California,  who,  while 
having  a bill  of  his  own  on  the  same  subject  pending  in  the  com- 
mittee, devoted  his  efforts  to  securing  the  passage  of  this  meas- 
ure when  the  opportunity  presented.  It  is  proper,  therefore,  that 
the  amendment  to  the  postoffice  appropriation  bill  should  be 
known  as  the  Jones-Randall  Anti-Liquor  Advertising  and  Bone- 
Dry  bill.  This  measure  as  it  finally  passed  the  House  and  was 
signed  by  the  President,  is  as  follows: 

JONES-RANDALL  ANTI-LIQUOR  ADVERTISING  LAW 
(With  “Bone-dry”  Amendment  incorporated) 

That  no  letter,  post  card,  circular,  newspaper,  pamphlet,  or  publication  of 
any  kind  containing  any  advertisement  of  spirituous,  vinous,  malted,  fer- 
mented, or  other  intoxicating  liquors  of  any  kind,  or  containing  a solicitation 
of  an  order  or  orders  for  said  liquors,  or  any  of  them,  shall  be  deposited  in 
or  carried  by  the  mails  of  the  United  States,  or  be  delivered  by  any  postmaster 
or  letter  carrier,  when  addressed  or  directed  to  any  person,  firm,  corporation, 
or  association,  or  other  addressee,  at  any  place  or  point  in  any  state  or  ter- 
ritory of  the  United  States  at  which  it  is  by  the  law  in  force  in  the  state  or 
territory  at  that  time  unlawful  to  advertise  or  solicit  orders  for  such  liquors, 
or  any  of  them,  respectively. 

If  the  publisher  of  any  newspaper  or  other  publication  or  the  agent  of 
such  publisher,  or  if  any  dealer  in  such  liquors  or  his  agent,  shall  knowingly 
deposit  or  cause  to  be  deposited,  or  shall  knowingly  send  or  cause  to  be  sent, 
anything  to  be  conveyed  or  delivered  by  mail  in  violation  of  the  provisions  of 
this  section,  or  shall  knowingly  deliver  or  cause  to  be  delivered  by  mail  any- 
thing herein  forbidden  to  be  carried  by  mail,  shall  be  fined  not  more  than  $1,000 
or  imprisoned  not  more  than  six  months,  or 'both;  and  for  any  subsequent 
offense  shall  be  imprisoned  not  more  than  one  year.  Any  person  violating 
any  provision  of  this  section  may  be  tried,  and  punished,  either  in  the  district 
in  which  the  unlawful  matter  or  publication  was  mailed  or  to  which  it  was 
carried  by  mail  for  delivery,  according  to  the  direction  thereon,  or  in  which  it 
was  caused  to  be  delivered  by  mail  to  the  person  to  whom  it  was  addressed. 
Whosoever  shall  order,  purchase,  or  cause,  intoxicating  liquors  to  be  trans- 
ported in  interstate  commerce,  except  for  scientific,  sacramental,  medicinal  and 
mechanical  purposes,  into  any  state  or  territory  the  laws  of  which  state  or 
territory  prohibit  the  manufacture  or  sale  therein  of  intoxicating  liquors  for 
beverage  purposes,  shall  be  punished  as  aforesaid:  PROVIDED,  That  nothing 

herein  shall  authorize  the  shipment  of  liauor  into  any  state  contrary  to  the 
laws  of  such  state:  PROVIDED  FURTHER,  That  the.  Postmaster  General 

is  hereby  authorized  and  directed  to  make  public  from  time  to  time  in  suit- 
able bulletins  or  public  notices  the  names  of  states  in  which  it  is  unlawful 
to  advertise  or  solicit  orders  for  such  liquors. 
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SENATE  VOTE  ON  “BONE-DRY”  AMENDMENT  OFFERED 
BY  SENATOR  REED 


The  following  45  Senators  voted  in  favor  of  the  amendment: 


Beckham,  Ky. 
Borah,  Idaho. 
Brady,  Idaho 
Brandegee,  Conn. 
Bryan,  Fla. 
Chamberlain,  Ore. 
Clapp,  Minn. 
Cummins,  la. 

Du  Pont,  Del. 
Fernald,  Me. 
Fletcher,  Fla. 
Gallinger,  N.  H. 


Hitchcock,  Neb. 
Hughes,  N.  J. 
Johnson,  S.  D. 
Jones,  Wash. 
Kenyon,  la. 
Kirby,  Ark. 

La  Follette,  Wis. 
Lane,  Ore. 

Lea,  Tenn. 
Lippitt,  R.  I. 
Lodge,  Mass. 
McLean,  Conn. 


Myers,  Mont. 
Norris,  Neb. 

Page,  Vt. 

Pittman,  Nev. 
Poindexter,  Wash. 
Ransdell,  La. 
Reed,  Mo. 
Shafroth,  Col. 
Sheppard,  Tex. 
Sherman,  111. 
Smith,  Ga. 

Smoot,  Utah 


Sutherland,  Utah 
Thomas,  Col. 
Thompson,  Kan. 
Townsend,  Mich. 
Vardaman,  Miss. 
Watson,  Ind. 
W"eeks,  Mass. 
Williams,  Miss. 
Works,  Cal. 


The  following  11  Senators  voted  against  the  amendment: 


Bankhead,.  Ala.  James,  Ky.  Oliver,  Pa.  Swanson,  Va. 

Culberson,  Tex.  Martin,  Va.  Penrose,  Pa.  Walsh,  Mont. 

Fall,  N.  M.  Martine,  N.  J.  Simmons,  N.  C. 

NOT  VOTING — 40  (with  some  paired) 


Ashurst,  Ariz. 
Broussard,  La. 
Catron,  N.  M. 
Chilton,  W.  Va. 
Clark,  Wyo. 
Colt,  R.  I. 
Curtis,  Kan. 
Dillingham,  Vt. 
Goff,  W.  Va. 
Gore,  Okla. 


Gronna,  N.  D. 
Harding,  O. 
Hardwick,  Ga. 
Hollis,  N.  H. 
Husting,  Wis. 
Johnson,  Me. 
Kern,  Ind. 

Lee,  Md. 

Lewis,  111. 
McCumber,  N.  D. 


Nelson,  Minn. 
Newlands,  Nev. 
O’Gorman,  N.  Y. 
Overman,  N.  C. 
Owen,  Okla. 
Phelan,  Cal. 
Pomerene,  O. 
Robinson,  Ark. ; 
Saulsburv,  Del. 
Shields,  Tenn. 


Smith,  Ariz. 
Smith,  Md. 

Smith,  Mich. 
Smith,  S.  C. 
Sterling,  S.  D. 
Stone,  Mo. 
Tillman,  S.  C. 
Underwood,  Ala. 
Wadsworth,  N.  Y. 
Warren,  Wyo. 


VOTE  IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  ON  JONES- 
RANDALL  “BONE-DRY”  ANTI- ADVERTISING  LAW 

The  following  319  members  voted  for  the  bill: 


Abercrombie,  Ala. 
Adair,  Ind. 
Adamson,  Ga. 
Aiken,  S.  C. 
Alexander,  Mo. 
Almon,  Ala. 
Anderson,  Minn. 
Anthony,  Kan. 
Ashbrook,  O, 
Aswell,  La. 

Ayres,  Kan. 
Bailey,  Pa. 
Barchfeld,  Pa. 
Barkley,  Ky. 
Barnhart,  Ind. 
Bell,  Ga. 

Benedict,  Cal. 
Bennett,  N.  Y. 
Black,  Tex. 
Booher,  Mo. 
Borland,  Mo. 
Bowers.  W.  Va. 
Britt,  N.  C. 
Browne,  Wis. 
Browning,  N.  J. 
Bruckner,  N.  Y. 
Brumbaugh,  O. 


Buchanan,  Tex. 
Burgess,  Tex. 
Burnett,  Ala. 
Butler,  Pa. 
Byrnes,  S.  C. 
Byrns,  Tenn. 
Caldwell,  N.  Y. 
Callaway,  Tex. 
Campbell,  Kan. 
Candler,  Miss. 
Cannon,  111. 
Cantrill,  Ky. 
Caraway,  Ark. 
Carlin,  Va. 
Carter,  Mass. 
Carter,  Okla. 
Cary,  Wis. 
Chandler,  N.  Y. 
Charles.  N.  Y 
Clark,  Fla. 

Cline,  Ind. 
Collier,  Miss. 
Connelly,  Kan. 
Conry,  N.  Y 
Cooper,  O. 
Cooper,  W.  V> 
Cooper.  Wis. 


Copley,  111. 
Costello,  Pa. 

Cox,  Ind. 

Crago,  Pa. 
Cramton,  Mich. 
Crisp,  Ga. 

Cullop,  Ind. 

Dale,  N.  Y. 

Dale,  Vt. 
Dallinger,  Mass. 
Danforth,  N.  Y. 
Darrow,  Pa. 
Davenport,  Okla. 
Davis,  Tex. 
Decker,  Mo. 
Dempsey,  N.  Y. 
Denison,  111. 
Dickinson,  Mo. 
Dies,  Tex. 

Dill,  Wash. 
Dillon,  S.  D. 
Dixon,  Ind. 
Dulin,  N.  Y. 
Doolittle,  Kan. 
Doughton,  N.  C. 
Dowell,  la. 
Drukker,  N.  J. 


Dunn,  N.  Y. 
Eagan,  N.  J. 
Eagle,  Tex. 
Edmonds,  Pa. 
Edwards,  Ga. 
Ellsworth,  Minn. 
Elston,  Cal. 
Emerson,  O. 
Esch,  Wis. 
Evans,  Mont. 
Farley,  N.  Y. 
Farr,  Pa. 

Ferris,  Okla. 
Fess,  O. 

Fields,  Ky. 
Fitzgerald,  N.  Y. 
Flood,  Va. 

Focht,  Pa. 

Foss,  111. 

Foster,  111. 

Frear,  Wis. 
Fuller,  111. 
Gandy,  S.  D. 
Garland,  Pa. 
Garner,  Tex. 
Garrett,  Tenn. 
Gillette,  Mass. 
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Glass,  Va. 

Godwin,  N.  C. 
Good,  la. 
Goodwin,  Ark. 
Gould,  N.  Y. 
Gray,  Ind. 

Green,  la. 

Greene,  Mass. 
Greene,  Vt. 

Gregg,  Tex. 
Griest,  Pa. 

Griffin,  N.  Y. 
Guernsey,  Me. 
Hadley,  Wash. 
Hamill,  N.  J. 
Hamilton,  Mich. 
Hamilton,  N.  Y. 
Hamlin,  Mo. 
Hardy,  Tex. 
Harrison,  Miss. 
Harrison,  Va. 
Haskell,  N.  Y. 
Hastings,  Okla. 
Haugen,  la. 
Hawley,  Ore. 
Hayden,  Ariz. 
Hayes,  Cal. 
Helgesen,  N.  D. 
Helm,  ICy. 
Helvering,  Kan. 
Hensley,  Mo. 
Hernandez,  N.  M. 
Hicks,  N.  Y. 
Hilliard,  Colo. 
Holland,  Va. 
Hollingsworth,  O. 
Hopwood,  Pa. 
Houston,  Tenn. 
Howard,  Ga. 
Howell,  Utah 
Hughes,  Ga. 

Hull,  Tenn. 
Husted,  N.  Y. 
Hutchinson,  N.  J. 
Jacoway,  Ark. 
James,  Mich. 
Johnson,  S.  D. 
Johnson,  Wash. 
Jones,  Va.  , 
Keating,  Colo. 
Keister,  Pa. 
Kelley,  Mich. 
Kennedy,  la. 


Kettner,  Cal. 

Key,  O. 

Kiess,  Pa. 
Kincheloe,  Ky. 
King,  111. 

Kinkaid,  Neb. 
Kitchin,  N.  C. 
Kreider,  Pa. 
Lafean,  Pa. 

La  Follette,  Wash. 
Langley,  Ky. 

Lee,  Ga. 

Lenroot,  Wis. 
Lesher,  Pa. 

Lever,  S.  C. 
Lewis,  Md. 

Lieb,  Ind. 
Lindbergh,  Minn. 
Linthicum,  Md. 
Littlepage,  W.  Va. 
Lloyd,  Mo. 
Lobeck,  Neb. 
Loud,  Mich. 
McClintic,  Okla. 
McCracken,  Idaho. 
McCulloch,  O. 
McFadden,  Pa. 
McGillicuddy,  Me. 
McKellar,  Tenn. 
McKenzie,  111. 
McKinley,  111. 
McLaughlin,  Mich. 
McLemore,  Tex. 
Magee,  N.  Y. 
Maher,  N.  Y. 
Mann,  111. 

Mapes,  Mich. 
Mavs,  Utah. 
Miller,  Del. 

Miller,  Minn. 
Miller,  Pa. 

Moon,  Tenn. 
Moores,  Ind. 
Morgan,  La. 
Morgan,  Okla. 
Morin,  Pa. 
Morrison,  Ind. 
Neeley,  W.  Va. 
Nelson,  Wis. 
Nicholls.  S.  C. 
North,  Pa. 

Norton.  N.  D. 
Oldfield,  Ark. 


O’Shaunessy,  R.  I. 
Padgett,  Tenn. 
Page,  N.  C. 

Paige,  Mass. 

Park,  Ga. 

Parker,  N.  Y. 
Peters,  Me. 

Phelan,  Mass. 
Porter,  Pa. 

Powers,  Ky. 

Pratt,  N.  Y. 

Price,  Md. 

Quinn,  Miss. 
Ragsdale,  S.  C. 
Rainey,  111. 

Raker,  Calif. 
Ramseyer,  la. 
Randall,  Cal. 
Rauch,  Ind. 
Rayburn,  Tex. 
Reavis,  Neb. 

Riley,  Wis. 
Ricketts,  O. 
Roberts,  Mass. 
Roberts,  Nev. 
Rogers,  Mass. 
Rowe,  N.  Y. 
Rowland,  Pa. 
Ruby,  Mo. 

Rucker,  Ga. 
Russell,  Mo. 
Russell,  O. 
Saunders,  Va. 
Schall,,  Minn. 
Scott,  Mich. 

Scott,  Pa. 

Sears,  Fla. 

Sells,  Tenn. 
Shackleford,  Mo. 
Shallenberger,  Neb. 
Shouse,  Kan. 
Siegel,  N.  Y. 

Sims,  Tenn. 
Sinnott,  Ore. 
Slayden,  Tex. 
Slemp,  Va. 

Smith,  Idaho. 
Smith,  Mich. 
Smith,  N.  Y. 
Smith,  Tex. 

Snell,  N.  Y. 
Snyder,  N.  Y. 
Stedman,  N.  C. 


The  following'  72  members  voted  against  the 


Allen,  O. 
Bacharach,  N.  J. 
Blackmon,  Ala. 
Britten,  111. 
Burke,  Wis. 
Casey,  Pa. 
Church,  Cal. 
Coady,  Md. 
Coleman,  Pa. 
Crosser,  O. 
Curry,  Cal. 


Davis,  Minn. 
Dent,  Ala. 
Doremus,  Mich. 
Driscoll,  N.  Y. 
Dupre,  La. 
Dyer,  Mo. 
Estopinal,  La. 
Fairchild,  N.  Y. 
Freeman,  Conn. 
Gallagher,  111. 
Galliyan,  Magg. 


Gard,  O. 

• Gardner,  Mass. 
Glynn,  Conn. 
Gordon,  O. 
Grav,  Ala. 
Gray,  N.  J. 
Heaton,  Pa. 
Heflin,  Ala. 
Henry,  Tex. 
Hood,  N.  C. 
Hull,  la. 


Steele,  la. 
Steenerson,  Minn. 
Stephens,  Miss. 
Stephens,  Neb. 
Stephens,  Tex. 
Sterling,  111. 
Stiness,  R.  I. 
Stone,  111. 

Sulloway,  N.  H. 
Sumners,  Tex. 
Sutherland,  W.  Va. 
Sweet,  la. 

Swift,  N.  Y. 
Switzer,  O. 

Talbott,  Md. 
Tavennor,  111. 
Taylor,  Ark. 

Taylor,  Colo. 
Temple,  Pa. 
Thomas,  Ky. 
Thompson,  Okla. 
Tillman,  Ark. 
Timberlake,  Colo. 
Towner,  la. 
Treadway,  Mass. 
Vare,  Pa. 

Venable,  Miss. 
Vinson,  Ga. 
Volstead,  Minn. 
Walker,  Ga. 

Walsh,  Mass. 
Wason,  N.  H. 
Watkins,  La. 
Watson,  Pa. 
Watson,  Va. 

Webb,  N.  C. 
Whaley,  S.  C. 
Wheeler.  111. 

T;S.  Williams,  111. 
W.  E.  Williams,  111. 
Williams,  O. 
Wilson,  Fla. 
Wilson,  111. 

Wilson,  La. 

Wingo,  Ark. 
Winslow,  Mass. 
Wise,  Ga. 

Wood,  Ind. 

Woods,  la. 
Woodyard,  W.  Va. 
Young,  N.  D. 
Young,  Tex. 


bill: 

Humphreys,  Miss. 
Igoe,  Mo. 

Kahn,  Cal. 

Konop,  Wis. 
Lazaro,  La. 
Liebel,  Pa. 
Longworth,  O. 
McAndrews,  111. 
McArthur,  Ore. 
McDermott,  111. 
Madden,  111. 
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Martin,  La. 
Meeker,  Mo. 
Mondell,  Wyo. 
Montague,  Va. 
Moss,  Ind. 
Mudd,  Md. 
Nichols,  Mich. 


Hulbert,  N.  Y. 
Kent,  Cal. 


Austin,  Tenn. 
Beakes,  Mich. 
Beales,  Pa. 
Buchanan,  111. 
Capstick,  N.  J. 
Carew,  N.  Y. 
Chiperfield,  111. 
Dewalt,  Pa. 
Flynn,  N.  Y. 


Oakey,  Conn. 
Overmyer,  O. 
Parker,  N.  J. 
Platt,  N.  Y. 
Pou,  N.  C. 
Rodenberg,  111. 
Rouse,  Ky. 


Sanford,  N.  Y. 
Scully,  N.  J. 
Sherley,  Ky. 
Sherwood,  O. 
Sloan,  Nebr. 
Small,  N.  C. 
Stafford,  Wis. 


ANSWERED  PRESENT— 6 
London,  N.  Y.  Oliver,  Ala. 

Moore,  Pa.  Smith,  Minn. 

NOT  VOTING— 36 


Fordney,  Mich. 
Graham,  Pa. 

Hart,  N.  J. 

Hill,  Conn. 

Hinds,  Me. 
Huddleston,  Ala. 
Humphrey,  Wash. 
Johnson,  Ky. 
Kearns,  O. 


Kennedy,  R.  I. 
Lehlbach,  N.  J. 
Loft,  N.  Y. 
Matthews,  O. 
Mooney,  O. 
Mott,  N.  Y. 
Murray,  Okla. 
Nolan,  Cal. 
Oglesby,  N.  Y. 


Steagall,  Ala. 
Steele,  Pa. 

Tague,  Mass. 
Tilson,  Conn. 
Tinkham,  Mass. 
Van  Dyke,  Minn. 
Ward,  N.  Y. 


Olney,  Mass. 
Patten,  N.  Y. 
Riordan,  N.  Y. 
Rucker,  Mo. 
Sabath,  111. 
Sisson,  Miss. 
Sparkman,  Fla. 
Stout,  Mont. 
Taggart,  Kan. 


The  above  bill  was  agreed  to  by  the  Conference  Committee 
on  February  28,  and  finally  agreed  to  by  the  House  and  Senate 
on  March  2,  1917.  The  bill  was  signed  by  the  President  on  March 
3,  and  became  a law. 


ALASKA  PROHIBITION  BILL 

A bill  providing  for  Prohibition  in  the  territory  of  Alaska,  in 
harmony  with  the  expressed  will  of  a large  majority  of  the  voters 
of  Alaska,  who  recorded  themselves  in  favor  of  Prohibition  under 
a referendum  from  the  territorial  Legislature  at  the  November 
election,  was  presented  in  the  House  and  in  the  Senate  early  in 
January,  1917.  The  Senate  committee  reported  this  bill  to  the 
Senate  on  January  31,  1917.  The  bill  which  had  been  presented 
in  the  House  was  not  acted  upon,  but  the  bill  reported  to  the 
Senate  was  passed  by  a large  majority,  without  roll  call,  on  Janu- 
ary 31,  1917.  The  Senate  bill  was  promptly  messaged  to  the 
House  of  Representatives  and  laid  on  the  Speaker’s  table,  whence 
it  was  called  up  by  request  of  the  House  Committee  on  Terri- 
tories, and  promptly  passed  on  February  2,  1917,  without  roll  call. 
The  law  goes  into  effect  January  1,  1918.  This  measure  as  finally 
passed  by  the  House  and  approved  by  the  President  on  February 
14,  1917,  is  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That  on  and  after  the  1st  day  of  January,  A.  D.  1918, 
it  shall  be  unlawful  for  any  person,  house,  association,  firm,  company,  club,  or 
corporation,  his,  its,  or  their  agents,  officers,  clerks,  or  servants,  to  manufac- 
ture, sell,  give,  or  otherwise  dispose  of  any  intoxicating  liquor  or  alcohol  of 
any  kind  in  the  territory  of  Alaska,  or  to  have  in  his  or  its  possession  or  to 
transport  any  intoxicating  liquor  or  alcohol  in  the  territory  of  Alaska  unless  the 
same  was  procured  and  is  so  possessed  and  transported  as  hereinafter  provided. 

Whenever  the  term  “liquor,”  “intoxicating  liquor,”  or  “intoxicating  liq- 
uors” is  used  in  this  act  it  shall  be  deemed  to  include  whisky,  brandy,  rum, 
gin,  wine,  ale,  porter,  beer,  cordials,  hard  or  fermented  cider,  alcoholic  bitters, 
ethyl  alcohol,  and  all  malt  liquors,  including  all  alcoholic  compounds  classed 
by  the  United  States  Internal  Revenue  Bureau  as  “compound  liquors;”  Pro- 
vided, That  this  act  shall  not  apply  to  methyl  or  wood  alcohol. 

That  any  person  or  persons,  or  any  house,  company,  association,  club,  or 
corporation,  his,  its,  or  their  agents,  officers,  clerks,  or  servants,  who  shall 
directly  or  indirectly,  violate  the  provisions  of  this  section  shall  be  deemed 
guilty  of  a misdemeanor,  and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be  fined  not  more 
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than  $1,000  or  shall  be  imprisoned  for  a period  of  not  more  than  one  year, 
or  by  both  such  fine  and  imprisonment. 

Sec.  2.  That  before  a pharmacist  shall  be  authorized  to  transport  pure 
alcohol  for  scientific,  artistic,  or  mechanical  purposes  or  for  compounding  or 
preparing  medicines,  as  provided  by  this  act,  he  shall  procure  a permit  for 
that  purpose  from  the  Judge  of  the  District  Court  in  the  division  where  the 
applicant  resides. 

Sec.  3.  That  to  procure  such  permit  a pharmacist  shall  make  and  file 
with  the  clerk  of  the  said  District  Court  a statement  in  writing,  under  oath, 
stating  that  he  desires  to  transport  pure  alcohol  for  scientific,  artistic, . or 
mechanical  purposes,  or  for  compounding,  preparing,  or  preserving  medicines 
only,  as  provided  by  this  act,  and  giving  his  name,  the  location  of  his  place 
of  business,  a statement  that  he  is  a licensed  pharmacist,  that  he  is  regularly 
engaged  in  the  practice  of  his  profession  at  the  location  named,  and  that  he 
will  not  violate  the  provisions  of  this  act. 

Sec.  4.  That  if  the  Judge  of  the  District  Court  of  any  division  in  Alaska 
is  satisfied  of  the  good  faith  of  the  applicant  he  shall  issue  to  such  pharmacist 
a permit  to  transport  pure  alcohol  for  compounding,  preparing,  or  preserving 
medicines  or  for  scientific,  artistic,  or  mechanical  purposes.  Such  permit 
shall  be  substantially  in  the  following  form: 

“Permit  to  pharmacists  to  transport  pure  alcohol  for  compounding,  preparing, 

and  preserving  medicines  only  or  for  scientific,  artistic,  or  mechanical 

purposes. 

“District  Court,  Division, 

“Territory  of  Alaska,  ss : 

“ , a pharmacist,  residing  at  — , is  hereby  permitted  to 

transport  pure  alcohol  for  compounding,  preparing  and  preserving  medicines 
only  or  for  scientific,  artistic,  or  mechanical  purposes.  This  permit  can  only 
be  used  for  one  shipment  and  will  be  void  after  six  months  from  the  date 
of  issue. 

“By  order  of  the  District  Court  aforesaid. 

“Dated  this  day  of  , 19 . 

“Judge  of  the  District  Court.” 

Sec.  5.  That  said  permit  mentioned  in  section  4 hereof  shall  be  issued 
upon  forms  supplied  by  the  clerk  of  the  District  court,  and  shall  contain  the 
permit,  a copy  of  the  application  for  permit,  and  a copy  of  the  provisions  of 
section  6 of  this  act,  and  shall  be  issued  under  the  seal  of  the  said  court  and 
shall  be  void  for  transportation  purposes  after  six  months  from  the  date  of 
issuance.  The  clerk  of  said  District  Court  shall  keep  in  a,  separate  book  pro- 
vided for  that  purpose  a record  of  permits  issued  under  this  act,  wherein  shali 
be  entered  the  date  and  the  number  thereof,  the  person  to  whom  issued,  and 
the  purpose  for  which  issued. 

Sec.  6.  That  said  permit  shall  be  attached  to  and  remain  fixed  in  a con- 
spicuous place  upon  any  package  or  parcel  containing  pure  alcohol  imported 
into  or  shipped  in  the  territory  of  Alaska,  and  when  so  affixed  shall  authorize 
any  common  carrier  or  any  person  operating  a boat  or  vehicle  for  the  trans- 
portation of  goods,  wares,  or  merchandise  within  the  territory  of  Alaska  to 
transport,  ship,  or  carry  such  pure  alcohol.  Any  person  so  transporting  such 
alcohol  shall,  before  the  delivery  of  such  package  or  parcel,  cancel  said  permit 
and  so  deface  the  same  that  it  cannot  be  used  again. 

Sec.  7.  That  all  express  companies,  railroad  companies,  public  or  private 
carriers,  are  hereby  required  to  keep  a separate  book  in  which  shall  be  en- 
tered, immediately  upon  receipt  thereof,  the  name  of  the  person  to  whom  pure 
alcohol  is  shipped,  from  what  city  or  town  and  state  the  same  was  shipped 
and  the  name  of  the  shipper,  the  amount  and  kind  received,  the  date  when 
received,  the  date  when  delivered,  and  to  whom  delivered,  after  which  record 
there  shall  be  a blank  space  in  which  the  consignee  shall  be  required  to  sign 
his  own  name,  in  ink,  before  such  pure  alcohol  is  delivered  to  such _ consignee, 
which  book  shall  be  open  to  the  inspection  of  the  public  at  any  time  during 
business  hours  of  the  company,  and  shall  not  be  removed  from  the  place  where 
the  same  is  required  to  be  kept.  A copy  of  entries  upon  any  such  record 
herein  provided  to  be  kept,  when  certified  to  by  the  agent  of  any  express  or 
railroad  company  or  any  public  or  private  carrier  in  charge  of  the  same  shall 
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constitute  prima  facie  evidence  of  the  facts  therein  stated  in  any  court  of  the 
territory. 

It  shall  be  unlawful  for  any  person,  house,  association,  firm,  company, 
club,  or  corporation,  his,  its  or  their  agents,  officers,  clerks  or  servants,  to 
ship  alcohol  or  intoxicating  liquor  to  a false  or  fictitious  name  or  person,  or 
any  person  to  receive  or  receipt  for  alcohol  or  intoxicating  liquor  in  a false 
or  fictitious  name. 

Sec.  8.  That  any  common  carrier  or  any  person  operating  a boat  or 
vehicle  for  the  transportation  of  goods,  wares,  or  merchandise  may  accept 
for  transportation  and  may  transport  to  any  place  within  the  territory  of 
Alaska  shipments  of  wine  for  sacramental  purposes  when  there  is  attached 
to  such  shipment  a certificate  in  substantially  the  following  form: 

“I  (or  we)  certify  that  this  package  contains  only  (amount)  of 

(wine),,  which  has  been  ordered  by  — , who  represents 

himself  to  be  a duly  authorized  and  officiating  priest  or  minister  of  the  

church  at  , and  that  said  wine  is  desired  for  sacramental  purposes  ^only. 

(Signature  of  shipper.) 

Sec.  9.  That  whenever  a shipment  of  wines  for  sacramental  purposes 
shall  have  been  transported  for  delivery  within  the  territory  of  Alaska  the 
delivering  agent  of  the  transportation  company  must  refuse  to  deliver  the 
same  unless  it  is  accompanied  by  the  certificate  prescribed  in  section  8 of  this 
act,  and  then  only  to  the  person  to  whom  the  same  is  addressed  or  upon  his 
written  order.  The  transportation  company  must  keep  a record  of  all  ship- 
ments .and  deliveries  of  wines  for  sacramental  purposes  and  must  preserve  for 
a period  of  one  year  after  their  receipt  all  certificates  accompanying  such 
shipments  and  all  written  orders  upon  which  deliveries  may  be  made.  Such 
records  must  be  open  to  the  inspection  of  the  public  at  any  time  during  office 
hours. 

Sec.  10.  That  any  person  who  shall  desire  to  purchase  pure  alcohol  for 
scientific,  artistic,  or  mechanical  purposes  shall  apply  to  the  District  Court 
aforesaid  for  a permit  for  that  purpose.  To  procure  such  permit  he  shall 
make  and  file  with  the  Clerk  of  the  District  Court  a statement  in  writing, 
under  oath,  stating  that  he  desires  to  purchase  pure  alcohol  for  scientific, 
artistic,  or  mechanical  purposes  as  provided  by  this  act,  and  giving  his  name 
and  residence  and  the  place  at  which  such  pure  alcohol  is  to  be  used. 

Sec.  11.  That  if  the  Judge  of  said  District  Court  is  satisfied  of  the  good 
faith  of  the  applicant  he  shall  issue  to  said  applicant  a permit  to  purchase  a 
reasonable  amount  of  pure  alcohol  for  scientific,  artistic,  or  mechanical  pur- 
poses. The  original  of  said  permit  shall  have  attached  thereto  a duplicate 
copy,  and  each  shall  be  numbered  with  the  same  number  and  be  in  substan- 
tially the  following  form : 

“District  Court,  Division, 

“Territory  of  Alaska,  ss : 

“ , residing  at , is  hereby  permitted  to  purchase  pure 

alcohol  in  the  amount  of  (here  insert  quantity),  to  be  used  for  scien- 

tific, artistic,  or  mechanical  purposes.  This  permit  can  only  be  used  for  one 
purchase,  and  the  copy  thereof  attached  hereto  shall  be  conspicuously  pasted 
upon  the  package  containing  said  alcohol,  and  this  permit  to  purchase  shall 
be  void  after  90  days  from  the  date  hereof. 

“By  order  of  the  District  Court  aforesaid. 

“Dated  this  day  of  * , 19 . ^ 

“Judge  of  the  District  Court.” 

Sec.  12.  That  the  permit  mentioned  in  section  11  shall  authorize  the 
applicant  to  purchase  and  any  pharmacist  to  sell  and  deliver  to  him  the 
quantity  named  in  the  said  permit.  The  permit  shall  be  canceled,  kept,  and 
retained  on  file  for  at  least  one  year  by  the  pharmacist  so  selling  said  pure 
alcohol,  and  the  copy  of  said  permit  shall  be,  by  the  pharmacist,  conspicuously 
pasted  upon  the  receptacle  containing  said  alcohol,  and  shall  so  remain  upon 
said  receptacle  so  long  as  the  same  shall  contain  alcohol.  Said  permit  and 
copy  shall  only  authorize  one  purchase  and  sale.  It  shall  be  unlawful  for  any 
pharmacist  to  sell  pure  alcohol  without  the  permit  herein  specified,  or  for 
any  person  to  keep  or  have  in  his  possession  any  pure  alcohol  unless  the 
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receptacle  containing  the  same  shall  be  distinctly  labeled  with  the  copy  of  the 
permit  authorizing  the  purchase  of  the  same. 

Sec.  / 13.  That  it  shall  be  unlawful  for  any  persoti  owning,  leasing,  or 
occupying  or  in  possession  or  control  of  any  premises,  building,  vehicle,  car, 
or  boat  to  knowingly  permit  thereon  or  therein  the  manufacture,  transporta- 
tion, disposal,  or  the  keeping  of  intoxicating  liquor  with  intent  to  manufac- 
ture, transport,  or  dispose  of  the  same  in  violation  of  the  provisions  of  this  act. 

Sec.  14.  That  it  shall  be  unlawful  for  any  person  to  import,  ship,  sell, 
transport,  deliver,  receive,  or  have  in  his  possession  any  intoxicating  liquors, 
except  as  in  this  act  provided. 

Sec.  15.  That  any  person  who  shall  in  or  upon  any  passenger  coach, 
street  car,  bt>at,  or  in  or  upon  any  other  vehicle  commonly  used  for  the 
transportation  of  passengers,  or  in  or  about  any  depot,  platform,  or  waiting 
room  drink  any  intoxicating  liquor  of  any  kind,  or  any  person  who  shall  be 
drunk  or  intoxicated  in  any  public  or  private  road  or  street,  or  in  any  pas- 
senger coach,  street  car,  or  any  public  place  or  building,  or  at  any  public 
gathering,  or  any  person  who  shall  be  drunk  or  intoxicated  and  shall  disturb 
the  peace  of  any  person,  shall  be  guilty  of  a misdemeanor. 

Sec.  16.  That  every  person  who  shall  directly  or  indirectly  keep  or  main- 
tain by  himself  or  by  associating  with  others,  or  who  shall  in  any  manner 
aid,  assist,  or  abet  in  keeping  or  maintaining  any  club  house,  or  other  place 
in  which  alcoholic  liquor  is  received  or  kept  for  the  purpose  of  use,  gift, 
barter,  or  sale,  or  for  distribution  or  division  among  the  members  of  any  club 
or  association  by  any  means  whatsoever,  or  who  shall  maintain  what  is  com- 
monly known  as  the  “locker  system”  or  other  device  for  evading  the  pro- 
visions of  this  act,  and  every  person  who  shall  use,  barter,  sell,  give  away,  or 
assist  or  abet  in  bartering,  selling,  or  giving  away  any  liquors  so  received  or 
kept,  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a misdemeanor,  and  upon  conviction  thereof 
be  subject  to  the  penalties  prescribed  in  section  1 of  this  act;  and  in  all 
cases  the  members,  shareholders,  associates,  or  employees  in  any  club  or  as- 
sociation mentioned  in  this  section  shall  be  competent  witnesses  to  prove  any 
violations  of  the  provisions  of  this  section  of  this  act,  or  of  any  fact  tending 
thereto ; and  no  person  shall  be  excused  from  testifying  as  to  any  offense 
committed  by  another  against  any  of  the  provisions  of  this  act  by  reason  of 
his  testimony  tending  to  criminate  himself,  but  the  testimony  given  by  such 
person  shall  in  no  case  be  used  against  him. 

The  keeping  or  giving  away  of  alcoholic  liquors,  or  any  schemes  or 
devices  whatever,  to  evade  the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed  unlawful 
within  the  provisions  of  this  act. 

Sec.  17.  That  if  one  or  more  persons  who  are  competent  witnesses  shall 
charge,  on  oath  or  affirmation,  before  the  District  Attorney  or  any  of  his 
deputies  duly  authorized  to  act  for  him,  presenting  that  any  person,  com- 
pany, copartnership,  association,  club,  or  corporation  has  or  have  violated 
or  is  violating  the  provisions  of  this  act  by  manufacturing,  storing,  or  de- 
positing, offering  for  sale,  keeping  for  sale  or  use,  trafficking  in,  bartering, 
exchanging  for  goods,  giving  away,  or  otherwise  furnishing  alcoholic  liquor, 
shall  request  said  District  Attorney  or  any  of  his  assistants  duly  authorized 
to  act  for  him  to  cause  to  be  issued  a warrant,  said  attorney  or  any  of  his 
assistants  shall  cause  to  be  issued  such  warrant,  in  which  warrant  the  room, 
house,  building,  or  other  place  in  which  the  violation  is  alleged  to  have, 
occurred  or  is  occurring  shall  be  specifically  described ; and  said  warrant 
shall  be  placed  in  the  hands  of  the  marshal,  his  deputy,  or  any  town  marshal 
or  policeman  in  any  town  in  which  the  room,  house,  building  or  other  place 
above  referred  to  is  located,  commanding  him  to  at  once  thoroughly  search 
said  described  room,  house,  building,  or  other  place,  and  the  appurtenances 
thereof ; and  if  any  such  be  found,  to  take  into  his  possession  and  safely  keep, 
to  be  produced  as  evidence  when  required,  all  alcoholic  liquors  and  all  the 
means  of  dispensing  the  same,  also  all  the  paraphernalia  or  part  of  the  para- 
phernalia of  a barroom  or  other  alcoholic  liquor  establishment,  and  any 
United  States  internal-revenue  tax  receipt  or  certificate  for  the  manufacture 
or  sale  of  alcoholic  liquor,  effective  for  the  period  of  time  covering  the 
alleged  offense,  and  forthwith  report  all  the  facts  to  the  District  Attorney  or 
his  deputy,  and  such  alcoholic  liquor  or  the  means  for  dispensing  same,  or 
the  paraphernalia  of  a barroom  or  other  alcoholic  liquor  establishment,  or  any 
United  States  internal  revenue  tax  receipt  or  certificate  for  the  sale  of  alco- 
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holic  liquor,  effective  as  aforesaid,  shall  be  prima  facie  evidence  of  the  viola- 
tion of  the  provisions  of  this  act. 

Sec.  18.  That  it  shall  not  be  necessary,  in  order  to  convict  any  person, 
company,  house,  association,  copartnership,  club,  or  corporation,  his,  its,  or 
their  agents,  officers,  clerks,  or  servants  of  manufacturing,  importing,  or  selling 
alcoholic  liquors,  to  prove  the  actual  manufacture,  importing,  sale,  delivery  of, 
or  payment  for  any  alcoholic  liquors,  but  the  evidence  of  having  or  keeping 
them  in  hand,  stored  or  deposited,  taking  orders  for,  or  offering  to  sell  or 
barter,  or  exchanging  them  for  goods  or  merchandise,  or  giving  them  away, 
shall  be  sufficient  to  convict ; nor  shall  it  be  necessary  in  a warrant,  informa- 
tion, or  indictment  to  specify  the  particular  kind  of  alcoholic  liquor  which  is 
made  the  subject  of  a charge  of  violation  of  this  act. 

Sec.  19.  That  all  houses,  boats,  boathouses,  buildings,  club  rooms,  and 
places  of  every  description,  including  drug  stores,  where  alcoholic  liquors  are 
manufactured,  stored,  sold,  or  vended,  given  away,  or  furnished  contrary  to 
law,  including  those  in  which  clubs,  orders,  or  associations  sell,  barter,  give 
away,  distribute,  or  dispense  intoxicating  liquors  to  their  members  by  any 
means  or  device  whatever,  as  provided  in  this  act,  shall  be  held,  taken,  and 
deemed  common  and  public  nuisances.  And  any  person  who  shall  maintain, 
or  shall  aid  or  abet,  or  knowingly  be  associated  with  others,  in  maintaining 
such  common  and  public  nuisance,  shall  be  guilty  of  a misdemeanor  and  upon 
conviction  thereof  shall  be  subject  to  the  penalties  prescribed  in  section  1 of 
this  act,  and  judgment  shall  be  given  that  such  house,  boat,  building,  or  other 
place,  or  any  room  therein,  be  abated  or  closed  up  as  a place  for  the  sale  or 
keeping  of  such  liquor  contrary  to  law,  as  the  court  may  determine. 

Sec.  20.  That  any  United  States  District  Attorney  for  the  territory  of 
Alaska  may  maintain  an  action  in  equity  in  the  name  of  the  United  States  to 
abate  and  perpetually  enjoin  such  a nuisance  as  defined  in  the  preceding  sec- 
tion. No  bond  shall  be  required.  Any  person  violating  the  terms  of  any 
injunction  granted  in  such  proceedings  shall  be  punished  for  contempt  by  a 
fine  of  not  more  than  $500  or  by  imprisonment  in  the  federal  jail  for  not  more 
than  six  months,  or  both  such  fine  and  imprisonment,  in  the  discretion  of  the 
court. 

Sec.  21.  That  if  a tenant  of  a building  or  tenement  is  convicted  of  using 
such  premises  or  any  part  thereof  or  maintaining  a common  nuisance,  as 
hereinbefore  defined,  or  of  knowingly  permitting  such  use  by  another,  the 
conviction  of  such  use  shall  render  void  the  lease  under  which  he  holds  and 
shall  cause  the  right  of  possession  to  revert  to  the  owner  or  lessor,  who  may, 
without  process  of  law,  make  immediate  entry  upon  the  premises,  or  may  avail 
himself  of  the  remedy  provided  for  the  forcible  detention  thereof. 

Sec.  22.  That  anyone  who  knowingly  permits  any  building  owned  or 
leased  by  him  or  under  his  control,  or  any  part  thereof,  to  be  used  in  main- 
taining a common  nuisance  hereinbefore  described  in  section  19  of  this  act, 
neglects  to  take  all  reasonable  measures  to  eject  therefrom  the  person  so 
using  the  same,  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  assisting  in  maintaining  such 
nuisance. 

Section  23.  That  no  property  right  of  any  kind  shall  exist  in  alcoholic 
liquors  or  beverages  illegally  manufactured,  received,  possessed,  or  stored 
under  this  act,  and  in  all  such  cases  the  liquors  are  forfeited  to  the  United 
States  and  may  be  searched  for  and  seized  and  ordered  to  be  destroyed  by 
the  court  after  a conviction,  when  such  liquors  have  been  seized  for  use  as 
evidence,  or  upon  satisfactory  evidence  to  the  court  presented  by  the  District 
Attorney  that  such  liquors  are  contraband. 

Sec.  2’4.  That  any  person  convicted  of  a violation  of  any  of  the  pro- 
visions of  this  act  where  the  punishment  therefor  is  not  herein  specifically 
provided  shall  be  punished  as  provided  by  section  1 of  this  act. 

Sec.  25.  That  in  case  a pharmacist  is  convicted  under  the  provisions 
of  this  act  the  Judge  of  the  District  Court,  in  addition  to  the  penalty  provided 
in  this  act,  may,  in  his  discretion,  revoke  his  license  to  practice  pharmacy, 
and  thereafter  he  shall  not  receive  a license  for  one  year. 

Sec.  26.  That  the  issuance  by  the  United  States  of  any  internal  revenue 
special  tax  stamp  or  receipt  to  any  person  as  a dealer  in  intoxicating  liquors 
shall  be  prima  facie  evidence  of  .the  sale  of  intoxicating  liquors  by  such 
person  during  the  time  the  stamp  or  receipt  is  in  force  and  effect. 

A copy  of  such  stamp  or  receipt  or  of  the  record  of  the  issuance  thereof, 
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certified  to  by  a United  States  internal  revenue  officer  having  charge  of  such 
record,  is  admissible  as  evidence  in  like  case  and  with  like  effect  as  the 
original  stamp  or  receipt. 

Sec.  27.  That  it  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  Governor  of  Alaska,  the  United 
States  Marshals  and  their  deputies,  Mayors  and  members  of  town  Councils, 
town  Marshals,  and  police  officers  of  all  incorporated  towns  in  Alaska,  all 
federal  Game  Wardens,  agents  of  the  Bureau  of  Fisheries  and  Forestry  Ser- 
vice, Customs  Collectors  and  their  deputies,  employees  of  the  Bureau  of 
Education,  Prosecuting  Attorneys  and  their  deputies,  and  all  other  federal  and 
territorial  executive  officers  to  enforce  the  provisions  of  this  act. 

Sec.  28.  That  prosecutions  for  violations  of  the  provisions  of  this  act 
shall  be  on  information,  filed  by  any  such  officer  before  any  Justice  of  the 
Peace  or  District  Judge,  or  upon  indictment  by  any  grand  jury  of  the  territory 
of  Alaska,  and  said  United  State  District  Attorney  or  his  deputy  shall  file 
such  information  upon  the  presentation  to  him  or  his  assistants  of  sworn  in- 
formation that  the  law  has  been  violated,  and  in  such  prosecutions  anyone 
making  a false  oath  to  any  material  fact  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  perjury. 

Sec.  29.  That  any  person,  company,  or  corporation  who  shall  import  or 
carry  liquors  into  or  upon  the  territorial  waters  of  Alaska  in  or  upon  any 
steamship,  steamboat,  vessel,  boat,  or  other  water  craft,  or  shall  permit  the 
same  to  be  so  imported  or  carried  into  or  upon  said  waters,  except  under  the 
provisions  of  this  act,  shall  be  guilty,  of  a misdemeanor,  and  upon  conviction 
shall  be  punished  as  provided  in  section  1 of  this  act. 

Sec.  30.  That  in  addition  to  the  power  now  exercised  the  Judges  of  the  Dis- 
trict Courts  of  Alaska  may  grant  liquor  licenses  for  any  period  of  time  less  than 
one  year  upon  a pro  rata  of  the  license  fee  for  one  year,  but  not  to  extend 
beyond  the  1st  day  of  January,  1918,  under  the  provisions  of  law  now  in 
force  there  so  far  as  the  same  are  applicable. 

Sec.  31.  That  the  Legislature  of  the  territory  of  Alaska  may  pass  addi- 
tional legislation  in  aid  of  the  enforcement  of  this  act  not  inconsistent  with 
its  provisions. 

Sec.  32.  That  in  the  interpretation  of  this  act  words  of  the  singular 
number  shall  be  deemed  to  include  their  plurals,  and  words  of  the  masculine 
gender  shall  be  deemed  to  include  the  feminine,  as  the  case  may  be. 

Sc.  33.  That  this  act  shall  be  in  full  force  and  effect  on  and  after  the 
1st  day  of  January,  1918,  and  all  laws  and  parts  of  law  inconsistent  herewith 
be,  and  they  are  hereby,  repealed  as  of  that  date. 


HAWAIIAN  PROHIBITION  BILL 

A bill  providing  for  Prohibition  in  the  territory  of  Hawaii 
was  presented  in  both  houses  of  the  Sixty-Fourth  Congress.  The 
measure  was  reported  out  of  the  House  Committee  on  January  27, 
1917.  In  the  Senate,  the  Hawaiian  Prohibition  bill  was  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  Pacific  Islands  and  Porto  Rico,  which  com- 
mittee failed  to  report  the  measure,  although  the  committee  mem- 
bers present  at  one  of  the  hearings  held  authorized  a favorable 
report  on  the  bill  and  provided  for  the  polling  of  the  absent 
members  of  the  committee.  Senator  Broussard,  however,  a mem- 
ber of  the  committee,  who  was  absent  when  the  action  was  taken, 
.objected,  and  requested  another  meeting  of  the  committee,  so  that 
no  final  action  was  taken  in  the  Senate  committee. 

While  the  bill  was  on  the  House  calendar  in  the  closing  days 
of  the  Sixty-Fourth  Congress,  it  was  not  brought  to  a final  vote. 
The  prospects  are  that  the  measure  will  be  adopted  at  an  early 
date  in  the  Sixty-Fifth  Congress. 

The  bill  provides  for  a plebiscite  by  petition  by  the  qualified 
electors  of  the  territory  of  Hawaii.  The  bill  is  as  follows: 

A BILL 

To  provide  for  the  Prohibition  of  the  importation  of  intoxicating  liquors  into 
the  territory  of  Hawaii  and  to  prohibit  the  manufacture  and  sale  of 
intoxicating  liquors  therein,  under  certain  conditions. 

Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of*  Representatives  of  the  United 
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States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled,  That  whenever  a majority  of  the 
qualified  electors  of  the  territory  of  Hawaii  shall  within  two  years  from  the 
fourth  day  of  March,  anno  Domini  nineteen  hundred  and  seventeen,  sign  a 
petition  in  the  presence  of  two  qualified  electors  of  said  territory  favoring  the 
Prohibition  of  the  beverage  liquor  traffic,  and  said  petition  is  declared  suffi- 
cient, as  hereinafter  provided,  it  shall  be  unlawful  for  any  person,  house,  asso- 
ciation, firm,  company,  club,  or  corporation,  his,  its,  or  their  agents,  officers, 
clerks,  or  servants  to  manufacture,  sell,  give,  or  otherwise  dispose  of  any 
intoxicating  liquor  or  alcohol  of  any  kind  in  the  territory  of  Hawaii,  or  to 
have  in  his  or  its  possession  or  to  transport  any  intoxicating  liquor  or  alcohol 
in  the  territory  of  Hawaii  unless  the  same  was  procured  and  is  so  possessed 
and  transported  as  hereinafter  provided. 

Whenever  the  term  “liquor,”  “intoxicating  liquor,”  or  “intoxicating 
liquors”  is  used  in  this  act  it  shall  be  deemed  to  include  whisky,  brandy, 
rum,  gin,  wine,  ale,  porter,  beer,  cordials,  hard  or  fermented  cider,  alcoholic 
bitters,  ethyl  alcohol,  all  malt  liquors,  including  alcoholic  compounds  classed 
by  the  United  States  Internal  Revenue  Bureau  as  “compound  liquors.” 

That  any  person  or  persons,  or  any  house,  company,  association,  club,  or 
corporation,  his,  its,  or  their  agents,  officers,  clerks,  or . servants  who  shall, 
directly  or  indirectly,  violate  the  provisions  of  this  section  shall  be  deemed 
guilty  of  a misdemeanor,  and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be  fined  not  more 
than  $1,000  or  shall  be  imprisoned  in  the  territorial  jail  for  a period  of  not 
more  than  one  year,  or  by  both  such  fine  and  imprisonment,  in  the  discretion 
of  the  court. 

Sec.  2.  That  before  a pharmacist  shall  be  authorized  to  transport  pure 
alcohol  for  scientific,  artistic,  or  mechanical  purposes  or  for  compounding  or 
preparing  medicines,  as  provided  by  this  act,  he  shall  procure  a permit  for 
that  purpose  from  the  Judge  of  the  Circuit  Court  in  the  circuit  where  the 
applicant  resides. 

Sec.  3.  That  to  procure  such  permit  a pharmacist  shall  make  and  file 
with  the  clerk  of  said  court  a statement  in  writing,  under  oath,  stating  that 
he  desires  to  transport  pure  alcohol  for  scientific,  artistic,  or  mechanical  pur- 
poses or  for  compounding,  preparing  or  preserving  medicines  only,  as  pro' 
vided  by  this  act,  and  giving  his  name,  the  location  of  his  place  of  business, 
a statement  that  he  is  a licensed  pharmacist,  that  he  is  regularly  engaged  in 
the  practice  of  his  profession  at  the  location  named,  and  that  he  will  not 
violate  the  provisions  of  this  act. 

Sec.  4.  That  if  the  Judge  of  said  court  is  satisfied  of  the  good  faith  of 
the  applicant  he  shall  issue  to  such  pharmacist  a permit  to  transport  pure 
alcohol  for  compounding,  preparing,  or  preserving  medicines  or  for  scientific, 
artistic,  or  mechanical  purposes.  Such  permit  shall  be  substantially  in  the 
following  form: 

“Permit  to  pharmacists  to  transport  pure  alcohol  for  compounding,  preparing, 
and  preserving  medicines  only  or  for  scientific,  artistic,  or  mechanical  purposes. 
“Circuit  Court,  circuit,  territory  of  Hawaii,  ss. 

“ , a pharmacist,  residing  at  , is  hereby  per- 

mitted to  transport  pure  alcohol  for  compounding,  preparing  and  preserving 
medicines  only  or  for  scientific,  artistic,  or  mechanical  purposes.  This  permit 
can  only  be  used  for  ione  shipment  and  will  be  void  after  six  months  from 
the  date  of  issue. 

“By  order  of  the  Circuit  Court  aforesaid. 

“Dated  this  day  of , nineteen  hundred  and  . 

“Judge  of  the  Circuit  Court.” 

Sec.  5.  That  said  permit  mentioned  in  section  four  hereof  shall  be  issued 
upon  forms  supplied  by  the  clerk  of  the  Circuit  Court  and  shall  contain  the 
permit,  a copy  of  the  application  for  permit,  and  a copy  of  the  provisions  of 
section  six  of  this  act,  and  shall  be  issued  under  the  seal  of  the  said  court 
and  shall  be  void  for  transportation  purposes  after  six  months  from  the  date 
of  issuance.  The  clerk  of  said  Circuit  Court  shall  keep  in  a separate  book 
provided  for  that  purpose  a record  of  permits  issued  under  this  act,  wherein 
shall  be  entered  the  date  and  the  number  thereof,  the  person  to  whom  issued, 
and  the  purpose  for  which  issued. 

Sec.  6.  That  said  oermit  shall  be  attached  to  and  remain  affixed  in  a 
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conspicuous  place  upon  any  package  or  parcel  containing  pure  alcohol  im- 
ported into  or  shipped  in  the  territory  of  Hawaii,  and  when  so  affixed  shall 
authorize  any  common  carrier  or  any  person  operating  a boat  or  vehicle  for 
the  transportation  of  goods,  wares,  or  merchandise  within  the  territory  of 
Hawaii  to  transport,  ship,  or  carry  such  pure  alcohol.  Any  person  so  trans- 
porting such  alcohol  shall,  before  the  delivery  of  such  package  or  parcel, 
cancel  said  permit  and  so  deface  the  same  that  it  cannot  be  used  again. 

Sec.  7.  That  all  express  companies,  railroad  companies,  public  or  private 
carriers  are  hereby  required  to  keep  a separate  book  in  which  shall  be  entered, 
immediately  upon  receipt  thereof,  the  name  of  the  person  to  whom  pure  alcohol 
is  shipped,  from  whence  the  same  was  shipped,  and  the  name  and  address  of 
the  shipper,  the  amount  and  kind  received,  the  date  when  received,  the  date 
when  delivered,  and  to  whom  delivered,  after  which  record  there  shall  be  a 
blank  space  in  which  the  consignee  shall  be  required  to  sign  his  own  name, 
in  ink,  before  such  pure  alcohol  is  delivered  to  such  consignee,  which  book 
shall  be  open  to  the  inspection  of  the  public  at  any  time  during  business  hours 
of  the  company  and  shall  not  be  removed  from  the  place  where  the  same  is 
required  to  be  kept.  A copy  of  entries  upon  any  such  record  herein  pro- 
vided to  be  kept,  when  certified  to  by  the  agent  of  any  express  or  railroad 
company  or  any  public  or  private  carrier  in  charge  of  the  same,  shall  con- 
stitute prima  facie  evidence  of  the  facts  therein  stated  in  any  court  of  the 
territory. 

It  shall  be  unlawful  for  any  person,  house,  association,  firm,  company, 
club,  or  corporation,  his,  its,  or  their  agents,  officers,  clerks,  or  servants,  to 
ship  alcohol  or  intoxicating  liquor  to  a false  or  fictitious  name  or  person,  or 
any  person  to  receive  or  receipt  for  alcohol  or  intoxicating  liquor  in  a false 
or  fictitious  name. 

Sec.  8.  That  any  common  carrier  or  any  person  operating  a boat  or 
vehicle  for  the  transportation  of  goods,  wares,  or  merchandise,  may  accept 
for  transportation  and  may  transport  to  any  place  within  the  territory  of 
Hawaii  shipments  of  wine  for  sacramental  purposes  when  there  is  attached  to 
such  shipment  a certificate  in  substantially  the  following  form: 

“I  Cor  we)  certify  that  this  package  contains  only  (amount)  of 

• (wine),  which,  has  been  ordered  by , who  repre- 

sents himself  to  be  a duly  authorized  and  officiating  priest  or  minister  of  the 
church  at , and  that  said  wine  is  desired  for  sacramental 


purposes  only. 

. (Signature  of  shipper.) 

Sec.  9.  That  whenever  a shipment  of  wines  for  sacramental  purposes 
shall  have  been  transported  for  delivery  within  the  territory  of  Hawaii  the 
delivering  agent  of  the  transportation  company  must  refuse  to  deliver  the  same 
unless  it  is  accompanied  by  the  certificate  prescribed  in  section  eight  of  this 
act,  and  then  only  to  the  person  to  whom  the  same  is  addressed  or  upon  his 
written  order.  The  transportation  company  must  keep  a record  of  all  ship- 
ments and  deliveries  of  wines  for  sacramental  purposes  and  must  preserve  for, 
a period  of  one  year  after  their  receipt  all  certificates  accompanying  such 
shipments  and  all  written  orders  upon  which  deliveries  may  be  made.  Such 
records  must  be  open  to  the  inspection  of  the  public  at  any  time  during  office 
hours. 

Sec.  10.  That  any  person  who  shall  desire  to  purchase  pure  alcohol  for 
scientific,  artistic,  or  mechanical  purposes  shall  apply  to  the  Circuit  Court 
aforesaid  for  a permit  for  that  purpose.  To  procure  such  permit  he  shall 
make  and  file  with  the  clerk  of  the  said  court  a statement  in  writing,  under 
oath,  stating  that  he  desires  to  purchase  pure  alcohol  for  scientific,  artistic, 
or  mechanical  purposes  as  provided  by  this  act,  and  giving  his  name  and 
residence  and  the  place  at  which  such  pure  alcohol  is  to  be  used. 

Sec.  11.  That  if  the  Judge  of  said  court  is  satisfied  of  the  good  faith  of 
the  applicant,  he  shall  issue  to  said  applicant  a premit  to  purchase  a reason- 
able amount  of  pure  alcohol  for  scientific,  artistic  or  mechanical  purposes. 
The  original  of  said  permit  shall  have  attached  thereto  a duplicate  copy,  and 
each  shall  be  numbered  with  the  same  number  and  be  in  substantially  the 
following  form : 

“Circuit  Court,  ■ 


- Circuit,  territory  of  Hawaii,  ss. 

' - residing  at  — ■ is  hereby  permitted  to  pur- 
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chase  pure  alcohol  in  the  amount  of  (here  insert  .quantity),  to  be 

used  for  scientific,  artistic,  or  mechanical  purposes.  This  permit  can  only 
be  used  for  one  purchase,  and  the  copy  thereof  attached  hereto  shall  be  con- 
spicuously pasted  upon  the  package  containing  said  alcohol,  and  this  permit 
to  purchase  shall  be  void  after  90  days  from  the  date  hereof. 

“By  order  of  the  Circuit  Court  aforesaid. 

“Dated  this day  of , nineteen  hundred  and  . 

“Judge  of  the  Circuit  Court.” 

Sec.  12.  That  the  permit  mentioned  in  section  eleven  shall  authorize  the 
applicant  to  purchase  and  any  pharmacist  to  sell  and  deliver  to  him  the  quan- 
tity named  in  the  said  permit.  The  permit  shall  be  canceled,  kept,  and  re- 
tained on  file  for  at  least  one  year  by  the  pharmacist  so  selling  said  pure 
alcohol,  and  the  copy  of  said  permit  shall  be,  by  the  pharmacist,  conspicuously 
pasted  upon  the  receptacle  containing  said  alcohol,  and  shall  so  remain  upon 
said  receptacle  so  long  as  the  same  shall  contain  alcohol.  Said  permit  and 
copy  shall  only  authorize  one  purchase  and  sale.  It  shall  be  unlawful  for 
any  pharmacist  to  sell  pure  alcohol  without  the  permit  herein  specified,  or  for 
any  person  to  keep  or  have  in  his  possession  any  pure  alcohol  unless  the 
receptacle  containing  the  same  shall  be  distinctly  labeled  with  the  copy  of  the 
permit  authorizing  the  purchase  of  the  same. 

Sec.  13.  That  it  shall  be  unlawful  for  any  person  owning,  leasing,  or 
occupying  or  in  possession  or  control  of  any  premises,  building,  vehicle,  car, 
or  boat  to  knowingly  permit  thereon  or  therein  the  manufacture,  transporta- 
tion, disposal,  or  the  keeping  of  intoxicating  liquor  with  intent  to  manufac- 
ture, transport,  or  dispose  of  the  same  in  violation  of  the  provisions  of  this  act. 

Sec.  14.  That  it  shall  be  unlawful  for  any  person  to  import,  ship,  sell, 
transport,  deliver,  receive,  or  have  in  his  possession  any  intoxicating  liquors, 
except  as  in  this  act  provided. 

Sec.  15.  That  any  person  who  shall  in  any  public  place  ‘or  in  or  upon 
any  passenger  coach,  street  car,  boat,  or  in  or  upon  any  other  vehicle  com- 
monly used  for  the  transportation  of  passengers,  or  in  or  about  any  depot, 
platform,  or  waiting  room  drink  any  intoxicating  liquor  of  any  kind,  or  any 
person  who  shall  be  drunk  or  intoxicated  in  any  public  or  private  road  or 
street,  or  in  any  passenger  coach,  street  car,  or  any  public  place  or  building, 
or  at  any  public  gathering,  or  any  person  who  shall  be  drunk  or  intoxicated 
and  shall  disturb  the  peace  of  any  person,  shall  be  guilty  of  a misdemeanor. 

Sec.  16.  That  every  person  who  shall  directly  or  indirectly  keep  or  main- 
tain by  himself  or  by  associating  with  others,  or  who  shall  in  any  manner  aid, 
assist,  or  abet  in  keeping  or  maintaining  any  clubhouse,  or  other  place  in 
which  alcoholic  liquor  is  received  or  kept  for  the  purpose  of  use,  gift,  barter, 
or  sale,  or  for  distribution  or  division  among  the  members  of  any  club  or 
association  by  any  means  whatsoever,  or  who  shall  maintain  what  is  com- 
monly known  as  the  “locker  system”  or  other  device  for  evading  the  pro- 
visions of  this  act,  and  every  person  who  shall  use,  barter,  sell,  give  away,  or 
assist  or  abet  in  bartering,  selling,  or  giving  away  any  liquors  so  received  or 
kept,  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction  thereof 
be  subject  to  the  penalties  prescribed  in  section  one  of  this  act;  and  in  all 
cases  the  members,  shareholders,  associates,  or  employees  in  any  club  or 
association  mentioned  in  this  section  shall  be  competent  witnesses  to  prove 
any  violations  of  the  provisions  of  this  section  of  this  act,  or  of  any  fact 
tending  thereto ; and  no  person  shall  be  excused  from  testifying  as  to  any 
offense  committed  by  another  against  any  of  the  provisions  of  this  act  by 
reason  of  his  testimony  tending  to  criminate  himself,  but  the  testimony  given 
by  such  person  shall  in  no  case  be  used  against  him. 

The  keeping  or  giving  away  of  alcoholic  liquors,  or  any  schemes  or 
devices  whatever,  to  evade  the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  deemed  un- 
lawful within  the  provisions  of  this  act. 

Sec.  17.  That  if  one  or  more  persons  who  are  competent  witnesses  shall 
charge,  on  oath  or  affirmation,  before  the  District  Attorney  or  any  of  his 
deputies  duly  authorized  to  act  for  him,  presenting  that  any  person,  company, 
co-partnership,  association,  club,  or  corporation  has  or  have  violated  or  is 
violating  the  provisions  of  this  act  by  manufacturing,  storing,  or  depositing, 
offering  for  sale,  keeping  for  sale  or  use,  trafficking  in,  bartering,  exchanging 
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for  goods,  giving  away,  or  otherwise  furnishing  alcoholic  liquor,  shall  request 
said  District  Attorney  or  any  of  his  assistants  duly  authorized  to  act  for  him 
to  cause  to  be  issued  a warrant,  said  Attorney  or  any  of  his  assistants  shall 
cause  to  be  issued  such  warrant,  in  which  warrant  the  room,  house,  building, 
or  other  place  in  which  the  violation  is  alleged  to  have  occurred  or  is  oc- 
curring shall  be  specifically  described ; and  said  warrant  shall  be  placed  in 
the  hands  of  the  Marshal,  High  Sheriff,  Sheriff  or  any  deputy  thereof,  his  dep- 
uty, or  any  town  marshal  or  policeman  in  any  town  in  which  the  room,  house, 
building,  or  other  place  above  referred  to  is  located,  commanding  him  to  at 
once  thoroughly  search  said  described  room,  house,  building,  or  other  place, 
and  the  appurtenances  thereof;  and  if  any  such  be  found,  to  take  into  his  pos- 
session and  safely  keep,  to  be  produced  as  evidence  when  required,  all  alcoholic 
liquors  and  all  the  means  of  dispensing  the  same,  also  all  the  paraphernalia 
or  part  of  the  paraphernalia  of  a barroom  or  other  alcoholic  liquor  establish-* 
ment,  and  any  United  States  internal  revenue  tax  receipt  or  certificate  for 
the  manufacture  or  sale  of  alcoholic  liquor,  effective  for  the  period  of  time 
covering  the  alleged  offense,  and  forthwith  report  all  the  facts  to  the  District 
Attorney  or  his  deputy,  and  such  alcoholic  liquor  or  the  means  for  dispensing 
same,  or  the  paraphernalia  of  a barroom  or  other  alcoholic  liquor  establish- 
ment, or  any  United  States  internal  revenue  tax  receipt  or  certificate  for  the 
sale  of  alcoholic  liquor,  effective  as  aforesaid,  shall  be  prima  facie  evidence  of 
the  violation  of  the  provisions  of  this  act. 

Sec.  18.  That  it  shall  not  be  necessary,  in  order  to  convict  any  person, 
company,  house,  association,  copartnership,  club,  or  corporation,  his,  its,  or 
their  agents,  officers,  clerks,  or  servants  of  manufacturing,  importing,  or 
selling  alcoholic  liquors,  to  prove  the  actual  manufacture,  importing,  sale,  de- 
livery of,  or  payment  for  any  alcoholic  liquors,  but  the  evidence  of  having 
or  keeping  them  in  hand,  stored,  or  deposited,  taking  orders  for,  or  offering 
to  sell  or  barter,  or  exchanging  them  for  goods  or  merchandise,  or  giving 
them  away,  shall  be  sufficient  to  convict ; nor  shall  it  be  necessary  in  a war- 
rant, information,  or  indictment  to  specify  the  particular  kind  of  alcoholic 
liquor  which  is  made  the  subject  of  a charge  of  violation  of  this  act. 

Sec.  19.  That  all  houses,  boats,  boathouses,  buildings,  clubrooms,  and 
places  of  every  description,  including  drug  stores,  where  alcoholic  liquors  are 
manufactured,  stored,  sold,  or  vended,  given  away,  or  furnished  contrary  to 
law,  including  those  in  which  clubs,  orders,  or  associations  sell,  barter,  give 
away,  distribute,  or  dispense  intoxicating  liquors  to  their  members  by  any 
means  or  device  whatever,  as  provided  in  this  act,  shall  be  held,  taken,  and 
deemed  common  and  public  nuisances.  And  any  person  who  shall  maintain, 
or  shall  aid  or  abet,  or  knowingly  be  associated  with  others,  in  maintaining 
such  common  and  public  nuisance,  shall  be  guilty  of  a misdemeanor  and  upon 
conviction  thereof  shall  be  subject  to  the  penalties  prescribed  in  section  one 
of  this  act,  and  judgment  shall  be  given  that  such  house,  boat,  building,  or 
other  place,  or  any  room  therein,  be  abated  or  closed  up  as  a place  for  the 
sale  or  keeping  of  such  liquor  contrary  to  law,  as  the  court  may  determine. 

Sec.  20.  That  any  United  States  District  Attorney  for  the  territory  of 
Hawaii  may  maintain  an  action  in  equity  in  the  name  of  the  United  States  to 
abate  and  perpetually  enjoin  such  a nuisance  as  defined  in  the  preceding 
section.  The  injunction  shall  be  granted  at  the  commencement  of  the  action, 
and  no  bond  shall  be  required.  Any  person  violating  the  terms  of  any  in- 
junction granted  in  such  proceedings  shall  be  punished  for  contempt  by  a 
fine  of  not  more  than  $500  or  by  imprisonment  in  the  territorial  jail  for  not 
more  than  six  months,  or  both  such  fine  and  imprisonment,  in  the  discretion 
of  the  court. 

Sec.  21.  That  if  a tenant  of  a building  or  tenement  is  convicted  of  using 
such  premises  or  any  part  thereof  or  maintaining  a common  nuisance,  as  here- 
inbefore defined,  or  of  knowingly  permitting  such  use  by  another,  the  con- 
viction of  such  use  shall  render  void  the  lease  under  which  he  holds  and  shall 
cause  the  right  of  possession  to  revert  to  the  owner  or  lessor,  who  may,  with- 
out process  of  law,  make  immediate  entry  upon  the  premises,  or  may  avail 
himself  of  the  remedy  provided  for  the  forcible  detention  thereof. 

Sec.  22.  That  anyone  who  knowingly  permits  any  building  owned  or 
leased  by  him  or  under  his  control,  or  any  part  thereof,  to  be  used  in  main- 
taining a common  nuisance  hereinbefore  described  in  section  19  of  this  act, 
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neglects  to  take  all  reasonable  measures  to  eject  therefrom  the  person  so 
using  the  same,  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  assisting  in  maintaing  such  nuisance. 

Sec.  23.  That  no  property  right  of  any  kind  shall  exist  in  alcoholic  liq- 
uors or  beverages  illegally  manufactured,  received,  possessed  or  stored  under 
this  act,  and  in  all  such  cases  the  liquors  are  forfeited  to  the  United  States 
and  may  be  searched  for  and  seized  and  ordered  to  be  destroyed  by  the  court 
after  a conviction,  when  such  liquors  have  been  seized  for  use  as  evidence,  or 
upon  satisfactory  evidence  to  the  court  presented  by  the  District  Attorney 
that  such  liquors  are  contraband. 

Sec.  24.  That  any  person  convicted  of  a violation  of  any  of  the  pro- 
visions of  this  act  where  the  punishment  therefor  is  not  herein  specifically 
provided  shall  be  punished  as  provided  by  section  one  of  this  act. 

Sec.  2*5.  That  in  case  a pharmacist  is  convicted  under  the  provisions  of 
this  act  the  court,  in  addition  to  the  penalty  provided  in  this  act,  may,  in  its 
discretion,  revoke  his  license  to  practice  pharmacy,  and  thereafter  he  shall 
not  receive  a license  for  one  year. 

Sec.  26.  That  the  issuance  by  the  United  States  of  any  internal  revenue 
special  tax  stamp  or  receipt  to  any  person  as  a dealer  in  intoxicating  liquors 
shall  be  prima  facie  evidence  of  the  sale  of  intoxicating  liquors  by  such  per- 
son during  the  time  the  stamp  or  receipt  is  in  force  and  effect. 

A copy  of  such  stamp  or  receipt  or  of  the  record  of  the  issuance  thereof, 
certified  to  by  a United  States  internal  revenue  officer  having  charge  of  such 
record,  is  admissible  as  evidence  in  like  case  and  with  like  effect  as  the 
original  stamp  or  receipt. 

Sec.  27.  That  prosecutions  for  violations  of  the  provisions  of  this  act 
shall  be  on  information  filed  by  any  such  officer  or  any  private  prosecutor 
before  any  judge,  or  upon  indictment  by  any  grand  jury  of  the  territory  of 
Hawaii,  and  said  United  States  District  Attorney  or  his  deputy  shall  file  such 
information  upon  the  presentation  to  him  or  his  assistants  of  sworn  informa- 
tion that  the  law  has  been  violated;  and  in  such  prosecutions  anyone  making 
a false  oath  to  any  material  fact  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  perjury. 

Sec.  28.'  That  any  person,  company,  or  corporation  who  shall  import  or 
carry  liquors  into  or  upon  the  territorial  waters  of  Hawaii  for  the  purpose  of 
sale  or  delivery  in  said  territory  in  or  upon  any  steamship,  steamboat,  vessel, 
boat,  or  other  water  craft,  or  shall  permit  the  same  to  be  so  imported  or  car- 
ried into  or  upon  said  waters,  except  under  the  provisions  of  this  act,  shall 
be  guilty  of  a misdemeanor,  and  upon  conviction  shall  be  punished  as  pro- 
vided in  section  one  of  this  act. 

Sec.  29.  That  the  Legislature  of  the  territory  of  Hawaii  may  pass  addi- 
tional legislation  in  aid  of  the  enforcement  of  this  act  not  inconsistent  with 
its  provisions. 

Sec.  30.  That  in  the  interpretation  of  this  act  words  of  the  singular 
number  shall  be  deemed  to  include  their  plurals,  and  words  of  the  masculine 
gender  shall  be  deemed  to  include  the  feminine,  as  the  case  may  be. 

Sec.  31.  That  the  term  “qualified  elector”  shall  mean  any  duly  registered 
and  qualified  elector  whose  name  has  been  entered  and  appears  upon  the  latest 
compiled  register  of  electors,  as  required  by  law  for  a general  election  in  the 
territory  of  Hawaii. 

The  term  “signature”  shall  mean  the  name  of  the  signer  as  it  appears 
on  the  official  register  of  voters,  together  with  his  present  address. 

In  case  any  elector  cannot  read  or  write  he  may  sign  the  petition  by  cross 
mark,  and  the  persons  securing  his  signature  shall  make  an  affidavit  that  the 
petition  was  read  to  the  signer,  and  that  the  name  of  the  elector  was  placed 
on  the  petition  with  his  consent.  It  shall  be  unlawful  to  sign  the  name  of 
another  person  to  the  petition  except  as  herein  provided. 

The  term  “majority”  shall  be  construed  to  mean  the  majority  in  number 
of  the  votes  cast  for  delegate  in  Congress  at  the  last  preceding  general  election 
prior  to  the  filing  of  the  petition. 

An  illegal  signature  on  a petition  shall  not  affect  the  validity  of  legal 
signatures  on  such  petition.  In  determining  the  sufficiency  of  the  petitions 
filed,  the  Supreme  Court  shall  construe  the  term  “petition”  to  include  all  of 
the  petitions  filed  with  the  court.  If  the  petition  contains  signatures  equal 
to  the  majority  of  votes  cast  at  the  last  election  as  above  provided,  it  shall  be 
prima  facie  sufficient.  If  the  court  finds  that  the  petition  does  not  contain  a 
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majority  of  such  electors,  twenty  days  shall  be  granted  to  the  petitioners  after 
such  original  finding  to  secure  the  signatures  of  other  qualified  electors,  and 
if  such  additional  signatures  make  the  total  number  required,  such  petition 
shall  be  declared  sufficient. 

Sec.  32.  That  any  person  who  gives  or  offers  to  give  to  any  elector  any- 
thing of  value  to  induce  said  elector  to  sign  or  refuse  to  sign  said  petition  or 
who  shall  intimidate,  injure,  or  discharge  from  employment,  or  threaten  to 
injure  or  discharge  from  employment  any  elector  who  signs  or  refuses  to 
sign  such  petition  shall  be  fined  not  more  than  $1,000. 

Sec.  33.  That  the  petition  shall  be  filed  with  the  Supreme  Court  or  clerk 
of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  territory  of  Hawaii,  and  such  court  or  clerk 
thereof  shall  within  twenty  days  thereafter  cause  to  be  printed  once  in  both 
the  English  and  Hawaiian  languages  in  at  least  one  paper  of  general  circu- 
lation in  each  county  of  the  territory  of  Hawaii  the  following  notice: 

“To  the  qualified  electors  of  Hawaii: 

“There  has  been  filed  in  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  territory  of  Hawaii  a 
petition  to  prohibit  saloons  and  the  beverage  liquor  traffic  throughout  the 
territory  of  Hawaii.  It  is  hereby  announced  that  a hearing  will  be  given  on 

the  day  of  , anno  Domini  nineteen  hundred  and  , 

to  determine  whether  a majority  of  the  qualified  registered  electors  of  the 
territory  have  signed  such  petition.  All  persons  desiring  to  present  evidence 
concerning  the  validity  of  such  petition  will  hereby  take  notice. 


(Official  signature.) 

That  the  hearing  provided  for  in  this  section  shall  be  held  at  a time  not 
earlier  than  twenty  nor  more  than  forty  days  from  the  publication  of  such 
notice. 

Sec.  34.  That  the  form  of  petition  shall  be  in  substance  as  follows: 
“PETITION  TO  PROHIBIT  THE  SALE,  MANUFACTURE,  AND  IM- 
PORTATION OF  INTOXICATING  LIOUORS  IN  THE  TERRI- 
TORY OF  HAWAII. 

“To  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  Territory  of  Hawaii: 

“We,  the  undersigned,  respectfully  represent  that  we  are  qualified  electors 
of  the  territory  of  Hawaii  and  favor  the  prohibition  of  the  sale,  manufacture, 
and  importation  of  intoxicating  liquors  as  a beverage. 

99 

(Name  of  elector.)  (County.)  (Address.)  (Precinct.) 

Affidavit  of  solicitors  or  canvassers  foi*  signatures  to  the  above  petition : 

“Personally  appeared  before  me,  the  undersigned  notary  public, 

, who  say  that  they  are  qualified  electors  of  the  territory  of  Hawaii,  and 

are  the  identical  persons  who  secured  the  signatures  to  the  above  petition, 
and  to  the  best  of  their  knowledge  and  belief  each  signature  represents  the 
name  of  a duly  qualified  elector  and  his  correct  address  written  opposite  such 
name. 

“In  the  case  of  any  signatures  to  this  petition  secured  by  the  signer 
making  his  cross  mark  the  affiants  say  that  the  petition  was  read  to  such 
signer  or  signers  before  his  or  their  names  were  added  to  the  petition  and  sign 
signature  was  added  with  the  consent  and  by  the  direction  of  such  elector  or 
electors.  * “ . 


(Signature  of  solicitors.) 

“Sworn  to  before  me  and  subscribed  in  my  presence  this  day  of 

, anno  Domini  nineteen  hundred  and  . 

tC 

“Notary  Public  in  and  for  Territory  of  Hawaii.” 

Sec.  35.  That  if  at  the  hearing  the  validity  of  any  signature  is  ques- 
tioned, the  court  may  order  the  original  registration  list  containing  the  original 
signatures  of  such  petitioners  be  brought  into  court.  The  court  may  in  its 
discretion  take  testimony  by  deposition  on  any  question  where  it  is  im- 
practicable to  secure  the  testimony  of  witnesses  in  court. 

Sec.  36.  That  the  court  shall  determine  the  sufficiency  of  the  petition  as 
herein  provided  and  shall  cause  a certified  copy  of  certificate  of  such  decision 
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with  the  original  petition  to  be  filed  with  the  clerk  of  the  court  not  less  than 
sixty  days  after  the  filing  of  the  petition:  Provided,  That  such  certificate 

shall  not  be  filed  until  thirty  days  shall  have  elapsed  as  herein  provided  to 
secure  additional  signatures  to  the  petition,  if  found  necessary.  The  following 
shall  be  sufficient  certificate  of  the  finding  of  the  court : 

“This  is  to  certify  that  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  Territory  of  Hawaii 
has  examined  the  petition  which  is  attached  hereto,  at  a public  hearing  duly 

announced,  and  the  court  hereby  finds  that  on  the day  of  , 

anno  Domini  nineteen  hundred  and  , that  the  petition  meets  the  re- 

quirements of  the  law,  and  that  a majority  of  the  certified  electors  of  the 
territory  of  Hawaii  as  provided  therein  are  in  favor. of  prohibiting  the  im- 
portation of  intoxicating  liquor  into  said  territory  and  the  manufacture  and 
sale  of  intoxicating  liquor  as  a beverage  in  said  territory. 

(Official  signature.) 

In  case  the  court  finds  that  the  petition  is  not  sufficient,  the  court  shall 
so  certify,  giving  the  reasons  therefor. 

Sec.  37.  That  if  the  finding  of  the  court  shows  that  a majority  of  the 
qualified  electors  of  the  territory  of  Hawaii  as  herein  provided  are  in  favor 
of  prohibiting  the  importation,  manufacture,  and  sale  of  intoxicating  liquor, 
it  shall  be  unlawful  six  months  after  such  finding  to  sell  or  manufacture  in 
such  territory  or  import  intoxicating  liquors  into  such  territory,  as  provided 
in  this  act. 

Sec.  38.  That  in  indictments,  informations,  or  affidavits  for  violations  of 
this  act  it  shall  not  be  necessary  to  set  forth  the  facts  showing  that  the  re- 
quired number  of  electors  signed  the  petition,  but  it  shall  be  sufficient  to  state 
that  the  act  complained  of  was  then  and  there  prohibited  and  unlawful.  The 
court  shall  take  judicial  notice  of  the  findings  of  the  Supreme  Court  as  to 
the  validity  of  the  petition. 

Sec.  39.  That  the  expense  for  the  publication  of  the  notice  herein  pro- 
vided or  other  expenses  incurred  at  the  hearing  shall  be  paid  by  the  Treasurer 
of  the  territory  upon  a warrant  issued  by  the  Supreme  Court. 


PORTO  RICO  PROHIBITION  REFERENDUM 

A provision  for  a vote  on  the  question  of  Prohibition  of  the 
sale  of  intoxicating  liquors  in  the  island  of  Porto  Rico,  presented 
by  Senator  Gronna  of  North  Dakota,  was  attached  as  an  amend- 
ment in  the  Senate,  to  the  Porto  Rican  Citizenship  and  Civil  Gov- 
ernment bill,  which  originated  in  the  House  of  Representatives. 
This  House  bill  as  amended  was  passed  by  the  Senate  on  Febru- 
ary 20,  1917,  without  roll  call.  The  amendment  was  agreed  to  by 
the  Conference  Committee,  the  report  of  which  committee  was 
finally  adopted  by  both  Houses,  signed  by  the  President,  and  be- 
came a law.  The  measure  provides  for  Prohibition  in  Porto  Rico 
subject  to  a referendum  to  the  voters  of  the  island. 


APPROPRIATION  FOR  ENFORCEMENT  OF  ANTI-LIQUOR 
LAWS  AMONG  THE  INDIANS  AND  IN  INDIAN  COUNTRIES 

The  appropriation  made  by  the  last  session  of  the  Sixty- 
fourth  Congress  for  the  suppression  of  the  liquor  traffic  among 
Indians  and  in  Indian  countries,  amounted  to  $150,000.  This  is 
the  same  amount  which  has  been  appropriated  for  this  purpose 
each  year  during  the  last  three  years  and  the  appropriation  has 
been  held  at  this  amount  in  spite  of  a strong  effort  on  the  part 
of  the  opposition  to  decrease  this  appropriation.  The  first  appro- 
priation made  by  Congress  for  this  particular  purpose  was 
$25,000,  which  was  appropriated  in  1907.  This  amount  was  in- 
creased from  time  to  time  until  it  reached  $100,000  a year.  Three 
years  ago  the  appropriation  was  raised  to  $150,000,  and  this  is 
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the  amount  each  Congress  has  granted  each  year  since  then,  in- 
cluding the  current  appropriation  which  has  just  recently  been 
voted. 

In  addition  to  the  appropriation  this  year,  an  amendment  to 
the  existing  laws  touching  the  suppression  of  the  liquor  traffic 
among  the  Indians  was  passed  by  Congress,  which  amendment 
makes  the  restrictions  against  vehicles  carrying  liquors  into  In- 
dian countries  also  applicable  to  automobiles.  This  amendment 
was  made  necessary  by  a decision  of  a Western  Judge  who  held 
that  the  provisions  of  the  federal  law  did  not  apply  to  automobiles. 


OTHER  BILLS  BEFORE  CONGRESS 

In  addition  to  the  various  measures  referred  to  in  the  fore- 
going pages,  numerous  other  measures  received  more  or  less  con- 
sideration in  the  House  and  Senate  of  the  United  States  during 
the  Sixty-fourth  Congress.  Prior  to  the  18th  of  January,  1917, 
102  bills  had  been  introduced  in  the  Senate  or  the  House,  each  of 
which,  either  in  whole  or  in  part,  was  related  to  intoxicating 
liquors.  Thirty  of  these  bills  had  to  do  with  the  internal  revenue 
and  special  tax,  most  of  them  having  been  drawn  to  remedy  the 
evils  resulting  from  the  issuing  of  federal  tax  receipts  in  Prohi- 
bition territory,  to  bootleggers  and  others  who  evade  state  laws. 
Ten  of  these  bills  were  for  the  purpose  of  regulating  the  inter- 
state commerce  in  liquors,  several  being  amendments  to  the 
Webb-Kenyon  Interstate  Liquor  Shipment  law,  and  all  of  them 
aimed  against  the  shipment  of  intoxicating  liquors  into  dry  ter- 
ritory. 


SUPREME  COURT  DECISION  ON  THE  WEBB-KENYON  IN- 
TERSTATE LIQUOR  SHIPMENT  LAW 

The  decision  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  as  to 
the  constitutionality  of  the  Webb-Kenyon  Interstate  Liquor  Ship- 
ment law  was  handed  down  by  that  tribunal  on  January  8,  1917. 
This  decision  is  of  special  interest  in  view  of  the  terrific  fight 
made  against  the  passage  of  the  Webb-Kenyon  law,  the  principal 
point  of  attack  being  that  it  would  be  unconstitutional  and  would 
be  so  declared  by  the  United  States  Supreme  Court.  Even  the 
President  of  the  United  States  at  that  time,  the  Honorable  Wilr 
liam  H.  Taft,  vetoed  the  measure  after  it  had  passed  both  houses 
of  Congress  by  substantial  majorities,  giving  as  his  reason  for 
the  veto  that  in  his  opinion  the  measure  was  clearly  unconstitu- 
tional. The  decision  of  the  Supreme  Court  in  this  ease  is  printed 
herewith  in  full  and  is  as  follows: 

WEBB-KENYON  LIOUOR  SHIPMENT  ACT 
Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States 
Nos.  75  and  76. — October  Term,  1916 

The  James  Clark  Distilling  Co.,  Appellant,  v.  The  Western  Maryland  Railway 
Co.  and  the  State  of  West  Virginia.  The  James  Clark  Distilling  Co., 
Appellant,  v.  The  American  Express  Co.  and  the  State  of  West  Virginia 
Appeals  from  the  District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  the  District  of 
Maryland. 

[January  8,  1917] 

Mr.  Chief  Justice  White  delivered  the  opinion  of  the  court. 

To  refer  to  the  principal  state  law  relating  to  these  suits,  to  the  pleadings 
and  the  decision  of  the  court  below  will  make  the  issues  in  these  cases  clear 
and  point  directly  to  the  elements  required  to  be  considered  in  deciding  them. 
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West  Virginia  in  February,  1913,  enacted  a Prohibition  law  to  go  into 
effect  on  July  1 of  the  following  year.  Code  1913,  c.  32A.  Putting  out  of 
view  the  right  of  druggists  under  stringent  regulations  provided  by  the  statute 
to  sell  for  medicinal  purposes  and  the  right  otherwise  to  sell  wine  for  sacra- 
mental and  alcohol  for  scientific  and  manufacturing  purposes,  the  law  forbade 
“the  manufacture,  sale,  keeping,  or  storing  for  sale  in  this  state,  or  offering 
or  exposing  for  sale”  intoxicating  liquors,  and  the  intoxicants  embraced  were 
comprehensively  defined.  The  statute  contained  many  restrictions  concerning 
hotels,  restaurants,  clubs  and  so-called  associations  where  liquor  was  kept 
and  served  either  as  a result  of  membership  or  by  gift  or  otherwise,  which 
were  evidently  intended  to  prevent  the  frustration  of  the  prohibitions  against 
the  keeping  of  intoxicants  for  sale  and  purchase  by  subterfuge  in  the  guise 
of  the  exercise  of  an  individual  right.  There  was  no  express  prohibition 
against  the  individual  right  to  use  intoxicants  and  none  implied  unless  that 
result  arose  (a)  from  the  prohibition  in  universal  terms  of  all  sales  and  pur- 
chases of  liquor  within  the  state,  (b)  from  the  clause  providing  that  every 
delivery  made  in  the  state  by  a common  or  other  carrier  of  the  prohibited 
intoxicants  should  be  considered  as  a consummation  of  a sale  made  in  the 
state  at  the  point  of  delivery,  and  (c)  from  the  prohibitions  which  the  statute 
contained  against  solicitations  made  to  induce  purchases  of  liquor  and  against 
the  publication  in  the  state  of  all  circulars,  advertisements,  price  lists,  etc., 
which  might  tend  to  stimulate  purchases  of  liquor. 

Under  this  statute  and  in  reliance  upon  the  provisions  of  the  act  of  Con- 
gress known  as  the  Webb-Kenyon  law  (act  of  Congress  of  March  1,  1913, 
37  Stat.,  699)  the  state  of  West  Virginia,  in  one  of  its  courts,  sued  the 
Western  Maryland  Railroad  Co.  and  the  Adams  Express  Co.  to  enjoin  them 
from  carrying  from  Maryland  into  West  Virginia  liquor  in  violation  of  law. 
In  substance  it  was  charged  that  very  many  shipments  had  been  taken  by  the 
carriers  contrary  to  the  law,  both  as  to  solicitations  and  as  to  the  use  for 
which  the  liquor  was  intended.  Preliminary  injunctions  were  issued  restrain- 
ing the  carrying  of  liquor  into  the  state  subject  to  many  conditions  as  to  in- 
vestigation, etc.  With  these  injunctions  in  force,  these  suits  were  com- 
menced by  the  Clark  Distilling  Co.  to  compel  the  carriers  to  take  a shipment 
of  liquor  which,  it  was  asserted  was  ordered  for  personal  use  and  deliver  it 
in  West  Virginia,  on  the  ground  that  the  act  of  Congress  to  regulate  com- 
merce imposed  the  duty  to  receive  and  carry  and  that  besides  the  West  Vir- 
ginia Prohibition  law,  when  rightly  construed,  did  not  forbid  it.  The  carriers, 
not  challenging  the  asserted  meaning  of  the  West  Virginia  law,  set  up  the 
injunctions,  and  averred  that  to  receive  and  carry  the  liquor  would  violate 
their  provisions,  and  therefore  there  was  no  duty  under  the  United  States 
law  to  do  so..  West  Virginia  intervened  in  the  suits,  relying  upon  the  state 
law  and  the  injunctions  which  had  been  issued..  At  the  trial  it  was  shown 
that  the  plaintiff  distilling  company  had  systematically  solicited  purchases  and 
constantly  shipped  liquor  from  Maryland  into  West  Virginia  in  violation  of 
the  Prohibition  law.  The  court  held  that  the  West  Virginia  law  did  not 
prohibit  personal  use,  and  did  not  forbid  shipments  for  such  use,  and  that  as 
there  was  no  state  . Prohibition,  the  Webb-Kenyon  law  had  no  application, 
and  that  as  the  solicitations  forbidden  by  the  state  statute  were  solicitations  to 
do  that  which  was  forbidden,  that  consideration  was  irrelevant.  The  con- 
struction of  the  statute  made  by  the  State  Court  was  held  not  authoritatively 
binding,  as  that  court  was  not  one  of  last  resort,  and  the  right  to  practically 
modify  the  injunctions  was  declared  to  exist  because  West  Virginia  by  making 
herself  a party  to  the  suits  had  submitted  herself  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
court.  All  questions  concerning  the  power  of  the  state  of  West  Virginia  to 
pass  the  Prohibition  law  if  it  meant  otherwise,  and  of  the  right  of  Congress 
to  adopt  the  Webb-Kenyon  act  under  a like  hypothesis,  were  reserved.  (219 
Fed.  Rep.,  333.)  Before  the  decrees  entered  became  final  the  Circuit  Court 
of  Appeals  for  the  Fourth  Circuit,  in  a case  pending  before  it  (West  Virginia 
v.  Adams  Express  Co.,  219  Fed.  Rep.,  794),  decided  directly  to  the  con- 
trary. It  held  that  the  law  of  West  Virginia  did  prohibit  shipments  for  per- 
sonal use;  that  it  did  forbid  solicitations  therfor  for  such  purchases;  that 
by  operation  of  the  Webb-Kenyon  act  there  was  no  longer  a right  to  ship 
liquor  into  the  state  in  violation  of  its  laws ; and  that  both  the  state  law  and 
the  Webb-Kenyon  act  were  constitutional.  Controlled  by  such  decision,  the 
trial  court  recalled  its  opinion,  heard  a reargument,  and,  although  not  chang- 
ing its  view,  accepted  and  gave  effect  to  the  conclusions  reached  by  the 
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Circuit  Court  of  Appeals  because  they  were  deemed  to  be  authoritative,  and 
the  cases  were  brought  directly  here,  because  of  the  constitutional  questions, 
to  review  such  action. 

The  issues  to  be  decided  may  be  embraced  in  four  propositions,  which 
we  proceed  separately  to  consider. 

1.  The  correct  meaning  of  the  West  Virginia  law  as  to  the  subjects  in 
dispute. 

The  difference  as  to  the  meaning  of  the  statute  in  the  court  below  was 
whether  or  not  the  West  Virginia  law  prohibited  the  receipt  of  liquor  for 
personal  use ; and  if  it  did,  whether  or  not  the  Prohibitions  of  the  law  equally 
applied  to  shipments  from  outside  and  to  those  originating  in  the  state.  But 
the  possibility  of  dispute  over  these  subjects  no  longer  exists,  because  after 
the  decision  below  and  since  the  cases  were  first  argued  (for  they  have  been 
here  argued  twice)  the  state  of  West  Virginia  amended  the  statute  so  as  to 
leave  no  room  for  doubt  that  it  does  forbid  all  shipments,  whether  for  personal 
use  or  otherwise,  and  whether  from  v\(ithin  or  without  the  state.  The  pertinent 
provisions  of  the  amendments  are  placed  in  the  margin.*  As  the  relief  sought 
is  the  permanent  right  to  ship  in  the  future,  the  meaning  of  the  statute  now, 
that  is,  as  amended,  is  the  test  by  which  we  must  consider  the  questions 
requiring  solution.  Indeed,  this  is  frankly  admitted  by  the  parties  since  it 
is  unequivocally  declared  that  the  question  is  the  operation  and  effect  of  the 
statute  as  amended  and  its  constitutionality.  We  therefore  come  to  the  second 
question,  which  is : 

2.  The  power  of  the  state  to  enact  the  Prohibition  law  consistently  with 
the  due  process  clause  of  the  fourteenth  amendment  and  the  exclusive  power 
of  Congress  to  regulate  commerce  among  the  several  states. 

That  government  cam  consistently  with  the  due  process  clause,  forbid 


*Sec.  7.  It  shall  be  unlawful  for  any  person  to  keep  or  have,  for  per- 
sonal use  or  otherwise,  or  to  use,  or  permit  another  to  have,  keep  or  use,  in- 
toxicating liquors  at  any  restaurant,  store,  office,  building,  club,  place  where 
soft  drinks  are  sold  (except  a drug  store  may  have  and  sell  alcohol  and  wine 
as  provided  by  sections  four  and  twenty-four),  fruit  stand,  news  stand,  room, 
or  place  where  bowling  alleys,  billiard  or  pool  tables  are  maintained,  livery 
stable,  boat  house,  public  building,  park,  road,  street,  or  alley.  It  shall  also 
be  unlawful  for  any  person  to  give  or  furnish  to  another  intoxicating  liquors, 
except  as  otherwise  hereinafter  provided  in  this  section.  Anyone  violating 
this  section  shall  be  guilty  of  a misdemeanor,  and  upon  conviction  thereof 
shall  be  fined  not  less  than  $100  nor  more  than  $500,  and  be  imprisoned  in 
the  county  jail  not  less  than  two  nor  more  than  six  months:  Provided,  how- 

ever, That  nothing  contained  in  this  section  shall  prevent  one,  in  his  home, 
from  having  and  there  giving  to  another  intoxicating  liquors  when  such  having 
or  giving  is  in  no  way  a shift,  scheme,  or  device  to  evade  the  provisions  of 
this  act ; but  the  word  “home”  as  used  herein  shall  not  be  construed  to  be 
one’s  club,  place  of  common  resort,  or  room  of  a transient  guest  in  a hotel 
or  boarding  house:  And  provided  further,  That  no  common  carrier,  for  hire,' 

nor  other  person,  for  hire  or  without  hire,  shall  bring  or  carry  into  this  state, 
or  carry  from  one  place  to  another  within  the  state,  intoxicating  liquors  for 
another,  even  when  intended  for  personal  use ; except  a common  carrier  may, 
for  hire,  carry  pure  grain  alcohol  and  wine,  and  such  preparations  as  may  be 
sold  by  druggists  for  the  special  purpose  and  in  the  manner  as  set  forth  in 
sections  four  and  twenty-four : And  provided  further,  however,  That  in  case 

of  search  and  seizure,  the  finding  of  any  liquors  shall  be  prima  facie  evidence 
that  the  same  are  being  kept  and  stored  for  unlawful  purposes. 

Sec.  34.  It  shall  be  unlawful  for  any  person  in  this  state  to  receive,  di- 
rectly or  indirectly,  intoxicating  liquors  from  a common  or  other  carrier.  It 
shall-  also  be  unlawful  for  any  person  in  this  state  to  possess  intoxicating 
liquors,  received  directly  or  indirectly  from  a common  or  other  carrier  in 
this  state.  This  section  shall  apply  to  such  liquors  intended  for  personal  use, 
as  well  as  otherwise,  and  to  interstate  as  well  as  intrastate  shipments  or  car- 
riage. Any  person  violating  this  section  shall  be  guilty  of  a misdemeanor 
and  upon  conviction  shall  be  fined  not  less  than  $100  nor  more  than  $200, 
and  in  addition  thereto  may  be  imprisoned  not  more  than  three  months ; pro- 
vided, however,  that  druggists  may  receive  and  possess  pure  grain  alcohol, 

wine,  and  such  preparations  as  may  be  sold  by  druggists  for  the  special  pur- 
pose and  in  the  manner  as  set  forth  in  sections  four  and  twenty-four. 
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the  manufacture  and  sale  of  liquor  and  regulate  its  traffic,  is  not  open  to 
controversy;  and  that  there  goes  along  with  this  power  full  police  authority 
to  make  it  effective,  is  also  not  open.  Whether  the  general  authority 
includes  the  right  to  forbid  individual  use,  we  need  not  consider,  since  clearly 
there  would  be  power,  as  an  incident  to  the  right  to  forbid  manufacture  and 
sale,  to  restrict  the  means  by  which  intoxicants  for.  personal  use  could  be 
obtained,  even  if  such  use  was  permitted.  This  being  true,  there  can  be 
doubt  that  the  West  Virginia  Prohibition  law  did  not  offend  against  the  due 
process  clause  of  the  fourteenth  amendment. 

But  that  it  was  a direct  burden  upon  interstate  commerce  and  conflicted 
with  the  power  of  Congress  to  regulate  commerce  among  the  several  states, 
and  therefore  could  not  be  used  to  prevent  interstate  shipments  from  Mary- 
land into  West  Virginia,  has  been  not  open  to  question  since  the  decision  in 
Leisy  v.  Hardin,  135  U.  S.,  100.  And  this  brings  us  to  consider  whether 
the  Webb-Kenyon  law  has  so  regulated  interstate  commerce  as  to  give  the 
state  the  power  to  do  what  it  did  in  enacting  the  Prohibition  law  and  cause 
its  provisions  to  be  applicable  to  shipments  of  intoxicants  in  interstate  com- 
merce, thus  saving  that  law  from  repugnancy  to  the  constitution  of  the 
United  States,  which  is  the  third  proposition  for  consideration. 

3.  Assuming  the  constitutionality  of  the  Webb-Kenyon  act,  what  is  its 
true  meaning  and  its  operation  upon  the  prohibitions  contained  in  the  West 
Virginia  law?  ? 

Omitting  words  irrelevant  to  the  subject  now  under  consideration,  the 
title  and  text  of  the  Webb-Kenyon  act  are  as  follows: 

“An  act  divesting  intoxicating  liquors  of  their  interstate  character  in  cer- 
tain cases. 

“.  . . That  the  shipment  or  transportation,  in  any  manner  or  by  any 

means  whatsoever,  of  any  spirituous,  vinous,  malted,  fermented,  or  other  in- 
toxicating liquor  of  any  kind,  from  one  state,  territory  - or  district  of  the 
United  States,  . . . into  any  other  state,  territory  or  district  of  the  United 
States,  . . . which  said  spirituous,  vinous,,  malted,  fermented,  or  other  in- 
toxicating liquor  is  intended,  by  any  person  interested  therein,  to  be  received, 
possessed,  sold,  or  in  any  manner  used,  either  in  the  original  package  or 
otherwise,  in  violation  of  any  law  of  such  state,  territory,  or  district  of  the 
United  States  ...  is  hereby  prohibited.” 

As  the  state  law  forbade  the  shipment  into  or.  transportation  of  liquor  in 
the  state,  whether  from  inside  or  out,  and  all  receipt  and  possession  of  liquor 
so  transported  without  regard  to  the  use  to  which  the  liquor  was  to  be  put, 
and  as  the  Webb-Kenyon  act  prohibited  the  transportation  in  interstate  com- 
merce of  all  liquor  “intended  to  be  received,  possessed,  sold,,  or  in  any  manner 
used,  either  in  the  original  package  or  otherwise,  in  violation  of  any  law  of 
such  state,”  there  would  seem  to  be  no  room  for  doubt  that  the  prohibitions 
of  the  state  law  were  made  applicable  by  the  Webb-Kenyon  law.  If  that  law 
was  valid,  therefore,  the  state  law  was  not  repugnant  to  the  commerce  clause. 
It  is  insisted  that  this  view  gives  too  wide  an  effect  to  the  Webb-Kenyon 
law,  since  that  act  was  only  intended  to  include  state  prohibitions  in  so  far  as 
they  forbade  the  shipment,  receipt,  and  possession  of  liquor  for  a forbidden 
use,  and  hence  as  individual  use  was  not  forbidden  by  the  state  law,  the 
shipment,  receipt  and  possession  for  such  use  was  not  embraced  by  the  Webb- 
Kenyon  act  and  the  state  law,  so  far  as  it  was  outside  of  that  act,  was 
repugnant  to  the  commerce  clause.  This  is  sought  to  be  supported  by  the 
historical  environment  of  the  Webb-Kenyon  act  as  evidenced  by  the  debates 
on  its  passage  and  by  a decision  of  this  court,  as  well  as  decisions  of  state 
courts  (which  are  in  the  margin*)  which,  it  is  insisted,  have  so  construed 
that  act. 

Assuming,  for  the  sake  of  argument  only,  that  the  debates  may  be 
resorted  to  for  the  purpose  of  showing  environment,  we  are  of  opinion  they 
clearly  establish  a result  directly  contrary  to  that  which  they  are  cited  to 
maintain.  Undoubtedly  they  show  that  it  was  insisted  the  act  . was  not  in- 
tended to  interfere  with  personal  use,  as  of  course  it  was  not,  since  its  only 
purpose  was  to  give  effect  to  state  prohibitions,  not  to  compel  states  to  pro- 


*Van  Winkle  v.  State,  27  Delaware,  578;  Adams  Express  Co.  v.  Com- 
monwealth, 154  Kentucky,  462;  Adams  Express  Co.  v.  Commonwealth,  160 
Kentucky,  66;  Palmer  v.  Southern  Express  Co.,  129  Tennessee,  116;  Ex  parte 
Peede,  170  S.  W.  (Texas  Crim.  App.)  749. 
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hibit  personal  use.  Indeed,  the  meaning  which  it  is  sought  to  affix  to  the 
Webb-Kenyon  act,  if  accepted,  would  cause  that  act  to  have  the  effect  of 
compelling  the  states  to  prohibit  personal  use,  since  if  all  the  prohibitions  of 
state  laws  against  manufacture,  sale,  receipt,  and  possession  of  intoxicants 
remained  subject  to  the  danger  of  indirect  violation  by  permitting  shipment, 
receipt,  and  possession  for  personal  use  it  would  follow  that  a necessary  and 
immediate  incentive  was  imposed  upon  the  states  by  the  Webb-Kenyon  act 
to  enact  a provision  against  personal  use. 

The  antecedents  of  the  Webb-Kenyon  act,  that  is,  its  legislative  and 
judicial  progenitors,  leave  no  room  for  the  contention  made.  To  correct  the 
great  evil  which  was  asserted  to  arise  from  the  right  to  ship  liquor  into  a 
state  through  the  channels  of  interstate  commerce  and  there  receive  and  sell 
the  same  in  the  original  package  in  violation  of  state  prohibitions,  was  in- 
disputably the  purpose  which  led  to  the  enactment  of  the  Wilson  law  (act 
of  Congress  of  Aug.  8,  1890,  26  Stat.,  313)  forbidding  the  sale  of  liquor  in 
a state  in  the  original  package  even  although  brought  in  through  interstate 
commerce  when  the  existing  or  future  state  laws  forbade  sales  of  intoxicants. 
And  this  was  recognized  by  the  long  line  of  decisions  (a  few  of  the  leading 
cases  are  in  the  margin*)  which  upheld  that  law  and  pointed  out  that  it  per- 
mitted the  state  prohibitions  to  take  away  from  interstate  commerce  ship- 
ments a right  which  they  otherwise  would  have  embraced ; that  is,  the  right 
to  sell  after  receipt  in  the  original  package,  any  state  law  to  the  contrary 
notwithstanding.  At  the  same  time  it  was  recognized,  however,  that  as  the 

right  to  receive  liquor  was  not  affected  by  the  Wilson  act,  such  receipt  and 

the  possession  following  from  it  and  the  resulting  right  to  use  remained  pro- 
tected by  the  commerce  clause  even  in  a state  where  what  is  known  as  the 
dispensary  system  prevailed.  (Vance  v.  Vandercook,  170  U.  S.,  438.)  Read- 
ing the  Webb-Kenyon  law  in  the  light  thus  thrown  upon  it  by  the  Wilson 
act  and  the  decisions  of  this  court  which  sustained  and  applied  it,  there  is 
no  room  for  doubt  that  it.  was  enacted  simply  to  extend  that  which  was  done 
by  the  Wilson  act ; that  is  to  say,  its  purpose  was  to  prevent  the  immunity 
characteristic  of  interstate  commerce  from  being  used  to  permit  the  receipt 
of  liquor  through  such  commerce  in  states  contrary  to  their  laws,  and  thus  in 
effect  afford  a means  by  subterfuge  and  indirection  to  set  such  laws  at 

naught.  In  this  light  it  is  clear  that  the  Webb-Kenyon  act,  if  effect  is  to 

be  given  to  its  text,  but  operated  so  as  to  cause  the  prohibitions  of  the  West 
Virginia  law  against  shipments,  receipt,  and  possession  to  be  applicable  and 
controlling  irrespective  of  whether  the  state  law  did  or  did  not  prohibit  the 
individual  use  of  liquor.  That  such  also  was  the  embodied  spirit  of  the 
Webb-Kenyon  act  plainly  appears  since,  if  that  be  not  true,  the  coming  into 
being  of  the  act  is  wholly  inexplicable. 

The  case  in  this  court  relied  upon  to  establish  the  contrary  (Adams 
Express  Co.  v.  Kentucky,  238  U.  S.,  190)  clearly  does  not  do  so.  All  that 
was  decided  in  that  case  was  that  as  the  court  of  last  resort  of  Kentucky  into 
which  liquor  had  been  shipped  had  held  that  the  state  statute  did  not  forbid 
shipment  and  receipt  of  liquor  for  personal  use,  therefore  the  Webb-Kenyon 
act  . did  not  apply,  since  it  only  applied  to  things  which  the  state  law  pro- 
hibited. The  leading  state  case  cited  is  Van  Winkle  v.  State,  27  Delaware, 
578..  It.  is  true  in  that  case  the  state  law  prohibited  shipment  to  and  receipt 
of  intoxicants  in  local  option  territory,  and  if  the  Webb-Kenyon  law  had  been 
applied  there  would  have  been  no  possible  ground  for  claiming  that  the  state 
prohibitions  could  be  escaped  because  the  liquor  was  shipped  in  interstate 
commerce.  But  the  shipment  was  held  to  be  protected  as  interstate  commerce 
despite  the  state  prohibition,  because  the'  Webb-Kenyon  law  was  not  cor- 
rectly applied,  for  the  following  reason : Coming  to  consider  the  text  of  that 

law,  the  court  said  that  as  the  Webb-Kenyon  act  prohibited  the  shipment  of 
intoxicants  “only  when  liquor  is  intended  to  be  used  in  violation  of  the  law 
of  the  state,”  and  as  the  liquor  shipped  was  intended  for  personal  use,  which 
was  not  forbidden,  therefore  the  shipment,  although  prohibited  by  the  state 
law,  was  beyond  the  reach  of  the  Webb-Kenyon  act.  But  we  see  no  ground 
for  following  the  ruling  thus  made  since ; as  we  have  already  pointed  out,  it 
necessarily  rested  upon  an  entire  misconception  of  the  text  of  the  Webb- 


*In  re  Rahrer,  140  U.  S.,  545;  Rhodes  v.  Iowa,  170  U.  S.,  412;  Ameri- 
can Express  Co.  v.  Iowa,  196  U.  S.,  133;  Pabst  Brewing  Co.  v.  Crenshaw, 
198  U.  S.,  17;  Rosenberger  v.  Pacific  Express  Co.,  241  U.  S.,  48. 
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Kenyon  act,  because  that  act  did  not  simply  forbid  the  introduction  of  liquor 
into  a state  for  a prohibited  use,  but  took  the  protection  of  interstate  com- 
merce away  from  all  receipt  and  possession  of  liquor  prohibited  by  state  law. 

The  movement  of  liquor  in  intertsate  commerce  and  the  receipt  and  pos- 
session and  right  to  sell  prohibited  by  the  state  law  having  been  in  express 
terms  divested  by  the  Webb-Kenyon  act  of  their  interstate  commerce  charac- 
ter, it  follows  that  if  that  act  was.  within  the  power  of  Congress  to  adopt, 
there  is  no  possible  reason  for  holding  that  to  enforce  the  prohibitions  of  the 
state  law  would  conflict  with  the  commerce  clause  of  the  constitution ; and 
this  brings  us  to  the  last  question,  which  is : 

4.  Did  Congress  have  power  to  enact  the  Webb-Kenyon  law? 

We  are  not  unmindful  that  opinions  adverse  to  the  power  of  Congress  to 
enact  the  law  were  formed  and  expressed  in  other  departments  of  the  gov- 
ernment. (Opinion  of  the  Attorney  General,  30  Op.  A.  G.,  88;  veto  message 
of  the  President,  49  Cong.  Rec.,  4291.)  We  are  additionally  conscious,  there- 
fore, of  the  responsibility  of  determining  these  issues  and  of  their  serious 
character. 

It  is  not  in  the  slightest  degree  disputed  that  if  Congress  had  prohibited 
the  shipment  of  all  intoxicants  in  the  channels  of  interstate  commerce  and 
therefore  had  prevented  all  movement  between  the  several  states  such  action 
would  have  been  lawful  because  within  the  power  to  regulate  which  the 
constitution  conferred.  (Lottery  Case,  188  U.  S.,  321  ; Hoke  v.  United  States, 
227  U.  S.,  308.)  The  issue  therefore  is  not  one  of  an  absence  of  authority 
to  accomplish  in  substance  a more  extended  result  than  that  brought  about 
by  the  Webb-Kenyon  law,  but  of  a want  of  power  to  reach  the  result  accom- 
plished because  of  the  method  resorted  to  for  that  purpose.  This  is  certain, 
since  the  sole  claim  is  that  the  act  was  not  within  the  power  given  to  Con- 
gress to  regulate  because  it  submitted  liquors  to  the  control  of  the  states  by 
subjecting  interstate  commerce  in  such  liquors  to  present  and  future  state 
prohibitions,  and  hence  in  the  nature  of  things  was  wanting  in  uniformity. 
Let  us  test  the  contentions  by  reason  and  authority. 

The  power  conferred  is  to  regulate,  and  the  very  terms  of  the  grant  would 
seem  to  repel  the  contention  that  only  prohibition  of  movement  in  interstate 
commerce  was  embraced.  And  the  cogency  of  this  is  manifest,  since  if  the 
doctrine  were  applied  to  those  manifold  and  important  subjects  of  interstate 
commerce  as  to  which  Congress  from  the  beginning  has  regulated,  not  pro- 
hibited, the  existence  of  government  under  the  constitution  would  be  no 
longer  possible. 

.The  argument  as  to  delegation  to  the  states  rests  upon  a mere  miscon- 
ception. It  is  true  the  regulation  which  the  Webb-Kenyon  act  contains  per- 
mits state  prohibitions  to  apply  to  movements  of  liquor  from  one  state  into 
another,  but  the  will  which  causes  the  prohibitions  to  be  applicable  is  that  ot 
Congress,  since  the  application  of  state  prohibitions  would  cease  the  instant 
the  act  of  Congress  ceased  to  apply.  In  fact,  the  contention  previously  made 
that  the  prohibitions  of  the  state  law  were  not  applicable  to  the  extent  that 
they  were  broader  than  the  Webb-Kenyon  act  is  in  direct  conflict  with  the 
proposition  as  to  delegation  now  made. 

So  far  as  uniformity  is  concerned,  there  is  no  question  that  the  act  uni- 
formly applies  to  the  conditions  which  call  its  provisions  into  play — that  its 
provisions  apply  to  all  the  states — so  that  the  question  really  is  a complaint 
as  to  the  want  of  uniform  existence  of  things  to  which  the  act  applies  and  not 
to  an  absence  of  uniformity  in  the  act  itself.  But  aside  from  this  it  is  obvious 
that  the  argument  seeks  to  engraft  upon  the  constitution  a restriction  not 
found  in  it — that  is,  that  the  powfer  to  regulate  conferred  upon  Congress  obtains 
subject  to  the  requirement  that  regulations  enacted  shall  be  uniform  through- 
out the  United  States.  In  view  of  the  conceded  power  on  the  part  of  Con- 
gress to  prohibit  the  movement  of  intoxicants  in  interstate  commerce  we 
cannot  admit  that  because  it  did  not  exert  its  authority  to  the  full  limit  but 
simply  regulated  to  the  extent  of  permitting  the  prohibitions  in  one  state  to 
prevent  the  use  of  interstate  commerce  to  ship  liquor  from  another  state, 
Congress  exceeded  its  authority  to  regulate.  We  can  see,  therefore,  no  force 
in  the  argument  relied  upon  tested  from  the  point  of  view  of  reason,  and  we 
come  to  the  question  of  authority. 

It  is  settled,  says  the  argument,  that  interstate  commerce  is  divided  into 
two  great  classes,  one  embracing  subjects  which  do  not  exact  uniformity 
and  which,  although  subject  to  the  regulation  of  Congress,  are  in  the  absence 
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of  such  regulation  subject  to  the  control  of  the  several  states  (Cooly  v.  Port 
Wardens  of  Philadelphia,  12  How.,  299),  and  the  other  embracing  subjects 
which  do  require  uniformity  and  which  in  the  absence  of  regulation  by  Con- 
gress remain  free  from  all  state  control  (Leisy  v.  Hardin,  135  U.  S.,  100). 
As  to  the  first,  it  is  said,  Congress  may,  when  regulating,  to  the  extent  it 
deems  wise  to  do  so,  permit  state  legislation  enacted  or  to  be  enacted  to 
govern,  because  to  do  so  would  only  be  to  do  that  which  would  exist  if 
nothing  had  been  done  by  Congress.  As  to  the  second  class,  the  argument 
is,  that  in  adopting  regulations  Congress  is  wholly  without  power  to  provide 
for  the  application  of  state  power  to  any  degree  whatever,  because  in  the 
absence  of  the  exertion  by  Congress  of  power  to  regulate,  the  subject  matter 
would  have  been  free  from  state  control,  and  because,  besides,  the  recognition 
of  state  power  under  such  circumstances  would  be  to  bring  about  a want  of 
uniformity.  But  granting  the  accuracy  of  the  two  classifications  which  the 
proposition  states,  the  limitation  upon  the  power  of  Congress  to  regulate  which 
is  deduced  from  the  classifications  finds  no  support  in  the  authority  relied 
upon  to  sustain  it.  Let  us  see  if  this  is  not ’the  case  by  examining  the 
authority  relied  upon.  What  is  that  authority?  The  ruling  in  Leisy  v.  Hardin, 
supra.  But  that  case,  instead  of  supporting  the  contention,  plainly  refutes 
it  for  the  following  reason : Although  Leisy  v.  Hardin  declared  in  express 

terms  that  the  movement  of  intoxicants  in  interstate  commerce  belonged  to 
that  class  which  was  free  from  all  interference  by  state  control  in  the  absence 
of  regulation  by  Congress,  it  was  at  the  same  time  in  the  most  explicit  terms 
declared  that  the  power  of  Congress  to  regulate  interstate  commerce  in  intoxi- 
cants embraced  the  right  to  subject  such  movement  to  state  prohibitions  and 
that  the  freedom  of  intoxicants  to  move  in  interstate  commerce  and  the 
protection  over  it  from  state  control  arose  oply  from  the  absence  of  con- 
gressional regulation  and  would  endure  only  until  Congress  had  otherwise 
provided.  Thus  in  that  case,  in  pointing  out  that  the  movement  of  intoxi- 
cants in  interstate  commerce  was  under  the  control  of  Congress  despite  the 
wide  scope  of  the  police  authority  of  the  state  over  the  subject,  it  was  said 
(p.  108)  : “Yet  a subject  matter  which  has  been  confided  exclusively  to 

Congress  by  the  constitution  is  not  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  police  power 
of  the  state,  unless  placed  there  by  ‘ congressional  action.”  Again,  referring 
to  the  uniform  operation  of  interstate  commerce  regulations  it  was  said  (p. 
109)  : “Hence,  inasmuch  as  interstate  commerce,  consisting  in  the  transpor- 

tation, purchase,  sale,  and  exchange  of  commodities,  is  national  in  its  char- 
acter, and  must  be  governed  by  a uniform  system,  so  long  As  Congress  does 
not  pass  any  law  to  regulate  it,  or  allowing  the  states  so  to  do,  it  thereby 
indicates  its  will  that  such  commerce  shall  be  free  and  untrammeled.”  Further 
the  court  said  (p.  119)  : 

“The  conclusion  follows  that,  as  the  grant  of  the  power  to  regulate  com- 
merce among  the  states,  so  far  as  one  system  is  required,  is  exclusive,  the 
states  can  not  exercise  that  power  without  the  assent  of  Congress,  . . 

Again  after  pointing  out  that  the  question  of  the  prohibition  of  manufacture 
and  sale  of  particular  articles  was  a matter  of  state  concern,  it  was  said  (p. 
123)  : “But  notwithstanding  it  is  not  vested  with  supervisory  power  oveir 

matters  of  local  administration,  the  responsibility  is  upon  Congress,  so  far 
as  the  regulation  of  interstate  commerce  is  concerned,  to  remove  the  restric- 
tion upon  the  state  in  dealing  with  imported  articles  of  trade  within  its  limits, 
which  have  not  been  mingled  with  the  common  mass  of  property  therein,  if 
in  its  judgment  the  end  to  be  secured  justifies  and  requires  such  action.”  And 
finally,  after  pointing  out  that  the  states  had  no  power  to  interfere  with  the 
movement  of  goods  in  interstate  commerce  before  they  had  been  commingled 
with  the  property  of  the  state,  it  was  said  that  this  limitation  obtained  “in 
the  absence  of  congressional  permission”  to  the  state  (p.  124). 

Thus  it  follows  that  although  we  accept  the  classification  of  interstate 
commerce  in  intoxicants  made  in  Leisy  v.  Hardin,  we  could  not  accept  the 
contention  which  is  now  based  upon  that  classification  without  in  effect  over- 
ruling that  case,  or  what  is  equivalent  thereto,  refusing  to  give  effect  to  the 
doctrine  of  that  case  announced  in  terms  so  certain  that  there  is  no  room 
for  controversy  or  contention  concerning  them.  But  we  would  be  required 
to  go  further  than  this,  since  it  would  result  that  we  would  have  to  shut  our 
eyes  to  the  construction  put  upon  the  ruling  in  Leisy  v Hardin  by  Congress 
in  legislating  when  it  adopted  the  Wilson  act  and  also  to  practically  overrule 
the  line  of  decisions  which  we  have  already  referred  to  sustaining  and  en- 
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forcing  that  act.  Let  us  see  if  this  is  not  certain.  As  we  have  already  pointed 
out,  the  very  regulation  made  by  Congress  in  enacting  the  Wilson  law  to 
minimize  the  evil  resulting  from  violating  prohibitions  of  state  law  by  sending 
liquor  through  interstate  commerce  into  a state  and  selling  it  in  violation  ot 
such  law  was  to  divest  such  shipments  of  their  interstate  commerce  character 
and  to  strip  them  of  the  right  to  be  sold  in  the  original  package  free  from 
state  authority  which  otherwise  would  have  obtained.  And  that  Congress  had 
the  right  to  enact  this  legislation  making  existing  and  future  state  prohibi- 
tions applicable,  was  the  express  result  of  the  decided  cases  to  which  we  have 
referred,  beginning  with  In  re  Rahrer,  supra.  As  the  power  to  regulate 
which  was  manifested  in  the  Wilson  act  and  that  which  was  exerted  in  enact- 
ing the  Webb-Kenyon  law  are  essentially  identical,  the  one  being  but  a 
larger  degree  of  exertion  of  the  identical  power  which  was  brought  into  play 
in  the  other,  we  are  unable  to  understand  upon  what  principle  we  could  hold 
that  the  one  was  not  a regulation  without  holding  that  the  other  had  the  same 
infirmity,  a result  which,  as  we  have  previously  said,  would  reverse  Leisy  v. 
Hardin  and  overthrow  the  many  adjudications  of  this  court  sustaining  the 
Wilson  act. 

These  considerations  dispose  of  the  contention,  but  we  do  not  stop  with 
stating  them  but  recur  again  to  the  reason  of  things  for  the  purpose  of  point- 
ing out  the  fundamental  error  upon  which  the  contention  rests.  It  is  this : 
The  mistaken  assumption  that  the  accidental  considerations  which  cause  a 
subject  on  the  one  hand  to  come  under  state  control  in  the  absence  of  con- 
gressional regulation,  and  other  subjects,  on  the  contrary,  to  be  free  from  state 
control  until  Congress  has  acted,  are  the  essential  criteria  by  which  to  test 
the  question  of  the  power  of  Congress  to  regulate  and  the  mode  in  which  the 
exertion  of  that  power  may  be  manifested.  The  two  things  are  widely  dif- 
ferent, since  the  right  to  regulate  and  its  scope  and  the  mode  of  exertion  must 
depend  upon  the  power  possessed  by  Congress  over  the  subject  regulated. 
Following  the  unerring  path  pointed  out  by  that  great  principle  we  can  see 
no  reason  for  saying  that  although  Congress,  in  view  of  the  nature  and  char- 
acter of  intoxicants,  had  a power  to  forbid  their  movement  in  interstate  com- 
merce, it  had  not  the  authority  to  so  deal  with  the  subject  as  to  establish  a 
regulation  (which  is  what  was  done  by  the  Webb-Kenyon  law)  making  it 
impossible  for  one  state  to  violate  the  prohibitions  of  the  laws  of  another 
through  the  channels  of  interstate  commerce.  Indeed,  we  can  see  no  escape 
from  the  conclusion  that  if  we  accepted  the  proposition  urged  we  would  be 
obliged  to  announce  the  contradiction  in  terms  that  because  Congress  had 
exerted  a regulation  lesser  in  power  than  it  was  authorized  to  exert,  therefore 
its  action  was  void  for  excess  of  power.  Or,  in  other  words,  stating  the 
necessary  result  of  the  argument  from  a concrete  consideration  of  the  par- 
ticular subject  here  involved,  that  because  Congress  in  adopting  a regulation 
had  considered  the  nature  and  character  of  our  dual  system  of  government — 
state  and  nation — and  instead  of  absolutely  prohibiting,  had  so  conformed  its 
regulation  as  to  produce  co-operatton  between  the  local  and  national  forces 
of  government  to  the  end  of  preserving  the  rights  of  all,  it  had  thereby 
transcended  the  complete  and  perfect  power  of  regulation  conferred  by  the 
constitution.  And  it  is  well  again  to  point  out  that  this  abnormal  result  to 
which  the  argument  leads  concerns  a subject  as  to  which  both  state  and 
nation  in  their  respective  spheres  of  authority  possessed  the  supremest 
authority  before  the  action  of  Congress  which  is  complained  of,  and  hence 
the  argument  virtually  comes  to  the  assertion  that  in  some  undisclosed  way 
by  the  exertion  of  Congressional  authority,  power  possessed  has  evaporated. 

It  is  only  necessary  to  point  out  that  the  considerations  which  we  have 
stated  dispose  of  all  contentions  that  the  Webb-Kenyon  act  is  repugnant  to 
the  due  process  clause  of  the  fifth  amendment,  since  what  we  have  said  con- 
cerning that  clause  in  the  fourteenth  amendment  as  applied  to  state  power  is 
decisive. 

Before  concluding  we  come  to  consider  what  we  deem  to  be  arguments  of 
inconvenience  which  are  relied  upon — that  is,  the  dread  expressed  that  the 
power  by  regulation  to  allow  state  prohibitions  to  attach  to  the  movement  of 
intoxicants  lays  the  basis  for  subjecting  interstate _ commerce  in  all  articles  to 
state  control  and  therefore  destroys  the  constitution.  The  want  of  force  in 
the  suggested  inconvenience  becomes  patent  by  considering  the  principle  which 
after  all  dominates  and  controls  the  question  here  presented ; that  is,  the 
subject  regulated  and  the  extreme  power  to  which  that  subject  may  be  sub- 
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jected.  The  fact  that  regulations  of  liquor  have  been  upheld  in  numberless 
instances  which  would  have  been  repugnant  to  the  great  guarantees  of  the 
constitution  but  for  the  enlarged  right  possessed  by  government  to  regulate 
liquor  has  never,  that  we  are  aware  of,  been  taken  as  affording  the  basis  for 

the  thought  that  government  might  exert  an  enlarged  power  as  to  subjects 

to  which  under  the  constitutional  guarantees  such  enlarged  power  could  not 
be  applied.  In  other  words,  the  exceptional  nature  of  the  subject  here  regu- 
lated is  the  basis  upon  which  the  exceptional  power  exerted  must  rest  and 
affords  no  ground  for  any  fear  that  such  power  may  be  constitutionally  ex- 
tended to  things  which  it  may  not  consistently  with  the  guarantees  of  the 

constitution  embrace. 

Affirmed. 

Mr.  Justice  McReynolds  concurs  in  the  result. 

Mr.  Justice  Holmes  and  Mr.  Justice  Van  Devanter  dissent. 
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Three  of  the  above  four  states  (Oregon,  Alabama  and  Indiana)  have  redeemed  themselves  from  backward  steps 
taken  four  years  ago  by  recently  adopting  State  Prohibition 
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'WET”  AND  “DRY”  COUNTY  MAP  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES  JANUARY  1,  1915 
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WET”  AND  “DRY”  MAP  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES  BY  STATES,  JANUARY  1,  1893 


White — Prohibition  Territory 
Shaded — Local  Option  Territory 
Black— License  Territory 


WET”  AND  “DRY”  MAP  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES  BY  STATES 
JANUARY  1,  1908 
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■\7\fhite — Prohibition  Territory 
Checked — States  with  Rural  Prohibition 
Shaded — Local  Option  Territory. 

Black — License  Territory. 
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WET”  AND  “DRY”  MAP  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES  BY  STATES 
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WET  AND  DRY  MAP  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES  BY  STATES,  MARCH  1,  1917 
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White — Prohibition  States 
Shaded— Local  Option  States 
Checked — States  with  Rural  Prohibition 
Black — License  States 


HOW  THE  U.  S.  SENATE  VOTED  ON  THE  UNDERWOOD  AMENDMENT  TO  THE 
DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA  PROHIBITION  BILL 
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THE  SIXTY-FIFTH  CONGRESS 


Directory  of  Members  of  the  United  States  Senate  and 
House  of  Representatives 


The  Sixty-Fifth  Congress  begins  March  4,  1917,  and  ends  March  4,  1919. 


President  of  Senate Thomas  R.  Marshall,  D.,  of  Indiana. 

Speaker  of  House Champ  Clark,  D.,  of  Missouri. 


D,  Democrat;  R,  Republican;  Soc.,  Socialist;  Proh.,  Prohibitionist;  Prog., 
Progressive;  Ind.,  Independent. 

The  addresses  given  below  are  the  home  addresses  of  Congressmen.  When 
Congress  is  in  session,  these  members  should  be  addressed  at  Washington,  D.  C. 


ALABAMA. 

Senators.  P.  O.  Address. 

Oscar  W.  Underwood.. D Birmingham 

John  H.  Bankhead D Jasper 

Dist.  Representatives.  P.  O.  Address. 

1 Oscar  L.  Gray D Mobile 

2 S.  Hubert  Dent,  Jr.  .D  Montgomery 

3 Henry  B.  Steagall.. D Ozark 

4 Fred  L.  Blackmon..  D Anniston 

5 J.  Thomas  Heflin...  D Lafayette 

6 William  B.  Oliver..  D Tuscaloosa 

7 John  L.  Burnett D Gladsden 

8 Edward  B.  Almon..D  Tuscumbia 

9 George  Huddleston. . D Birmingham 
10  W.  B.  Bankhead. ...  D Jasper 

ARIZONA. 

Senators.  P.  O.  Address. 

Henry  F.  Ashurst D Prescott 

Marcus  A.  Smith D Tucson 

Representatives  At  Large. 

Carl  Hayden D Phoenix 

ARKANSAS. 

Senators.  P.  O.  Address. 

William  F.  Kirby D Little  Rock 

Joe  T.  Robinson D Lonoke 

Dist.  Representatives.  P.  O.  Address. 

1 Thaddeus  H.  Caraway  D Jonesboro 

2 William  A.  Oldfield. D Batesville 

3 John  N.  Tillman D Fayetteville 

4 Otis  Wingo D De  Queen 

5 H.  M.  Jacoway D Dardanelle 

6 Sam  M.  Taylor D Pine  Bluff 

7 William  S.  Goodwin.  D Warren 

CALIFORNIA. 

Senators.  P.  O.  Address. 

Hiram  W.  Johnson....  R Sacramento 

James  D.  Phelan D San  Francisco 

Dist.  Representatives.  P.  O.  Address. 

1 Clarence  F.  Lea D Santa  Rosa 

2 John  E.  Raker D Alturas 

3 Charles  F.  Curry R Sacramento 

4 Julius  Kahn R San  Francisco 

5 John  I.  Nolan R San  Francisco 

6 John  A.  Elston R Berkeley 

7 Denver  S.  Church...  D Fresno 

8 Everis  A.  Hayes R San  Jose 

9 Charles  H.  Randall. . Proh.  Los  Angeles 

10  Henry  Z.  Osborne...  R Los  Angeles 

11  William  Kettner D San  Diego 


COLORADO. 

Senators.  P.  O.  Address. 

Charles  S.  Thomas D Denver 

John  F.  Shafroth D Denver 

Dist.  Representatives.  P.  O.  Address. 

1 Benjamin  C.  Hillard. D Denver 

2 Chas.  B.  Timberlake.R  Sterling 

3 Edward  Keating D Pueblo 

4 Edward  T.  Taylor... D Glenw’d  Spgs. 

CONNECTICUT. 

Senators.  P.  O.  Address. 

George  P.  McLean R Simsbury 

Frank  B.  Brandegee R New  London 

Dist.  Representatives.  P.  O.  Address 

1 Augustine  Lonergan . . D Hartford 

2 Richard  P.  Freeman.  R New  London 

3 John  Q.  Tilson R New  Haven 

4 Ebenezer  J.  Hill R Norwalk 

5 James  P.  Glynn R Winsted 

DELAWARE. 

t **  p-  Address. 

w-n'  Wolcott  D Wilmington 

Willard  Saulsbury D Wilmington 

Representatives  At  Large. 

Albert  F.  Polk D Georgetown 

FLORIDA. 

Senators.  P.  O.  Address. 

Park  Trammell D Tallahassee 

Duncan  U.  Fletcher D Jacksonville 

Dist.  Representatives.  P.  O.  Address 

1 J;  ?,rane D Lakeland 

2 Frank  Clark d Gainesville 

3 Walter  Kehoe D Pensacola 

4 William  J.  Sears. . .D  Kissimmee 

GEORGIA. 

Senators.  P.  O.  Address. 

Hoke  Smith D Atlanta 

Thomas  W.  Hardwick . . . D Sandersville 
Dist.  Representatives.  P.  O.  Address 

1 J.  W.  Overstreet D Statesboro 

2 Frank  Park D Sylvester 

3 Charles  R.  Crisp D Americus 

4 William  C.  Adamson.  D Carrollton 

5 William  S.  Howard..  D Kirkwood 

6 James  W.  Wise D Fayetteville 

7 Gordon  Lee  D Chickamauga 

9 Thomas  M.  Bell D Gainesville 


The  whole  number  of  Senators  is  96.  Democrats  54,  Republicans  42. 

House  of  Representatives— Democrats,  213;  Republicans,  212;  Progressives,  2; 
Prohibition,  1;  Socialist,  1;  Independent,  1;  1 vacancy;  undetermined,  4;  whole 
nnmnpr 
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GEORGIA — Continued. 

Dist.  Representatives.  P.  O Address. 

10  Carl  Vinson D Mille  \geville 

11  J.  Randall  Walker..  D Valdosta 

12  W.  W.  Larsen D Dublin 

IDAHO. 

Senators.  P.  O.  Address. 

James  H.  Brady R Pocatello 

William  E.  Borah R Boise 

Representatives  At  Large. 

Addison  T.  Smith R Twin  Falls 

Burton  L.  French R Moscow 

ILLINOIS. 

Senators.  P.  O.  Address. 

L.  Y.  Sherman R Springfield 

James  H.  Lewis D Chicago 

Dist.  Representatives.  P.  O.  Address. 

1 Martin  B.  Madden..  R Chicago 

2 James  R.  Mann R Chicago 

3 William  W.  Wilson.  R Chicago 

4 Charles  Martin D Chicago 

5 Adolph  J.  Sabath D Chicago 

6 James  McAndrews..D  Chicago 

7 Niels  Juul . . : R Chicago 

8 Thomas  Gallagher. . .D  Chicago 

9 Fred.  A.  Britten.... R Chicago 

10  George  E.  Foss R Chicago 

11  Ira  C.  Copley R Aurora 

12  Charles  E.  Fuller... R Belvidere 

13  John  C.  McKenzie... R Elizabeth 

14  William  J.  Graham. R Aledo 

15  Edward  J.  King....R  Galesburg 

16  Clifford  Ireland R Peoria 

17  John  A.  Sterling R Bloomington 

18  Joseph  C.  Cannon. . .R  Danville 

19  Wm.  B.  McKinley.  .R  Champaign 

20  Henry  T.  Rainey... D Carrollton 

21  Loren  E.  Wheeler.. R Springfield 

22  Wm.  A.  Rodenberg.R  East  St.  Louis 

23  Martin  D.  Foster D Olney 

24  Thos.  S.  Williams.. R Louisville 

25  Edw.  E.  Denison.... R Marion 

At  Large. 

Medill  McCormick R Chicago 

William  E.  Mason R Chicago 

INDIANA. 

Senators.  P.  O.  Address. 

Harry  S.  New ....R  Indianopolis 

James  E.  Watson R Rushville 

Dist.  Representatives.  P.  O.  Address. 

1 George  K.  Denton . . . D Evansville 

2 Oscar  E.  Bland R Linton 

3 William  E.  Cox D Jasper 

4 Lincoln  Dixon D.  North  Vernon 

5 Everett  Sanders R Terre  Haute 

6 D.  W.  Comstock R Richmond 

7 Merrill  Moores R Indianapolis 

8 A.  H.  Vestal R Anderson 

9 Fred  S.  Purnell R Attica 

10  William  R.  Wood...R  Lafayette 

11  Milton  Krauss R Peru 

12  L.  W.  Fairfield R Angola 

13  Henry  A.  Barnhart.  D Rochester 

IOWA. 

Senators.  P.  O.  Address. 

Albert  B.  Cummins. . . . R Des  Moines 
William  S.  Kenyon R Fort  Dodge 


Dist.  Representatives.  P.  O.  Address. 

1 Charles  A.  Kennedy . R Montrose 

2 Harry  E.  Hull R Williamsburg 

3 Burton  Ei.  Sweet. ...  R Waverly 

4 Gilbert  N.  Haugen..  R Northwood 

5 James  W.  Good R Cedar  Rapids 

6 C.  Wm.  Ramseyer..  R Bloomfield 

7 Cassius  C.  Dowell. . . R Des  Moines 

8 Horace  M.  Towner. . R Corning 

9 William  R.  Green...  R Audubon 

10  Frank  P.  Woods R Estherville 

11  George  C.  Scott R Sioux  City 

KANSAS. 

Senators.  P.  O.  Address. 

Charles  Curtis R Topeka 

W.  H.  Thompson D Kansas  City 

Dist.  Representatives.  P.  O.  Address. 

1 D.  A.  Anthony,  Jr. . R Levenworth 

2 E.  C.  Little R Kansas  City 

3 Philip  P.  Campbell..  R Pittsburg 

4 Dudley  Doolittle. . . . D Strong  City 

5 Guy  T.  Helvering . . . D Marysville 

6 John  R.  Connelly D Colby 

7 Jouett  Shouse D Kinsley 

8 William  A.  Ayres...  D Wichita 

KENTUCKY. 

Senators.  P.  O.  Address. 

J.  C.  W.  Beekham D Frankfort 

Ollie  M.  James D Marion 

Dist.  Representatives.  P.  O.  Address. 

1 Alben  W.  Barkley..  D Paducah 

2 David  H.  Kincheloe..D  Madisonville 

3 R.  Y.  Thomas,  Jr. . D Central  City 

4 Ben  Johnson D Bardstown 

5 Swagar  Sherley D Louisville 

6 Arthur  B.  Rouse. ...  D Burlington 

7 James  C.  Cantrill...D  Georgetown 

8 Harvey  Helm D Stanford 

9 William  J.  Fields...  D Olive  Hill 

10  John  W.  Langley. . . . R Pikeville 

11  Caleb  Powers R Barbourville 

LOUISIANA. 

Senators.  P.  O.  Address. 

Robert  F.  Broussard ...  D New  Iberia 

Joseph  E.  Ransdell D L.  Providence 

Dist.  Representatives.  P.  O.  Address. 

1 Albert  Estopinal. . . . D Estopinal 

2 H.  Garland  Dupre . . . D New  Orleans 

3 Whitmell  P.  Martin. Prog.  Thibodaux 

4 Jghn  T.  Watkins....  D Minden 

5 Riley  J.  Wilson D Harrisonburg 

6 J.  Y.  Sanders D Franklin 

7 Ladislas  Lazaro D Washington 

8 James  B.  Aswell D Natchitoches 

MAINE. 

Senators.  P.  O.  Address. 

Frederick  Hale R Portland 

Bert  M.  Fernald R West  Poland 

Dist.  Representatives.  P.  O.  Address. 

1 Louis  B.  Goodall R Sanford 

2 W.  H.  White,  Jr R Lewiston 

3 John  A.  Peters R Ellsworth 

4 Ira  G.  Hersey R Houlton 

MARYLAND. 

Senatorsf  P.  O.  Address. 

J.  I.  France R Baltimore 

John  W.  Smith D Snow  Hill 


UNITED 

MARYLAND  —Continued. 

Dist.  Representatives.  P.  O.  Address. 

1 Jesse  D.  Price D Salisbury 

2 J.  Fred  C.  Talbott...  D Lutherville 

3 Charles  P.  Coady D Baltimore 

4 J.  Chas.  Linthicum..D  Baltimore 

5 Sydney  E.  Mudd R La  Plata 

6 Fred.  N.  Zihlman...R  Cumberland 

MASSACHUSETTS. 

Senators.  P.  O.  Address. 

Henry  C.  Lodge vR  Nahant 

John  W.  Weeks R West  Newton 

Dist.  Representatives.  P.  O.  Address. 

1 Allen  T.  Treadway.. R Stockbridge 

2 Frederick  H.  Gillett.R  Springfield 

3 Calvin  D.  Paige R Southbridge 

4 Samuel  E.  Winslow. R Worcester 

5 John  Jacob  Rogers.. R Lowell 

6 Augustus  P.  Gardner. R Hamilton 

7 Michael  F.  Phelan... D Lynn 

8 Fred’k  W.  Dallinger.R  Cambridge 

9 A.  T.  Fuller Ind.  Malden 

10  Peter  F.  Tague D Boston 

11  Geo.  H.  Tinkham...R  Boston 

12  James  A.  Gallivan. . .D  Boston 

13  William  H.  Carter. . .R  Neelham  Hgts 

14  Richard  Olney,  2d..D  Dedham 

15  William  S.  Greene.. R Fall  River 

16  Joseph  Walsh R New  Bedford 

MICHIGAN. 

Senators.  P.  O.  Address. 

Charles  E.  Townsend...  R Jackson 

William  A.  Smith R Grand  Rapids 

Dist.  Representatives.  P.  O.  Address. 

1 Frank  E.  Doremus...  D Detroit 

2 Samuel  W.  Beakes..  D Ann  Arbor 

Mark  R.  Bacon R Wyandotte 

3 John  M.  C.  Smith R Charlotte. 

4 Edw.  L.  Hamilton...  R Niles 

5 Carl  E.  Mapes R Grand  Rapids 

6 Patrick  H.  Kelley...  R Lansing 

7 Louis  C.  Cramton . . . R Lapeer 

8 Joseph  W.  Fordney..  R Saginaw 

9 J.  C.  McLaughlin R Muskegon 

10  Gilbert  R.  Currie R Midland 

11  Frank  D.  Scott R Alpena 

12  W.  Frank  James R Hancock 

13  Charles  A.  Nichols..  R Detroit 

MINNESOTA. 

Senators.  P.  O.  Address. 

Frank  B.  Kellogg R St.  Paul 

Knute  Nelson. R Alexandria 

Dist.  Representatives.  P.  O.  Address. 

1 Sydney  Anderson R Lanesboro 

2 F.  F.  Ellsworth R Mankato 

3 Charles  R.  Davis R St.  Peter 

4 Carl  C.  Van  Dyke...D  St.  Paul 

5 Ernest  Lundeen R Minneapolis 

6 Harold  Knutson R St.  Cloud 

7 Andrew  J.  Volstead.  .R  Granite  Falls 

8 Clarence  B.  Miller. . . R Duluth 

9 Halvor  Steenerson. . . R Crookston 

10  Thomas  D.  Schall Prog.  Minneapolis 

MISSISSIPPI. 

Senators.  P.  O.  Address. 

John  S.  Williams D Benton 

J.  K.  Vardaman D Jackson 
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Dist.  Representatives.  P.  O.  Address. 

1 Ezekiel  S.  Candler. ..  D Corinth 

2 Hubert  D.  Stephens. . D New  Albany 

3 Benj.  G.  Humphreys.  D Greenville 

4 Thomas  U.  Sisson D Winona 

5 William  W.  Venable.  D Meridian 

6 Byron  P.  Harrison...  D Gulfport 

7 Percy  E.  Quin D McComb  City 

8 James  W.  Collier D Vicksburg 

MISSOURI. 

Senators.  P.  O.  Address. 

James  A.  Reed D Kansas  City 

William  J.  Stone D Jefferson  City 

Dist.  Representatives.  P.  O.  Address. 

1 Milton  A.  Romiue...D  Macon 

2 William  W.  Rucker.. D Keytesville 

3 J.  W.  Alexander D Gallatin 

4 Charles  F.  Booher...D  Savannah 

5 William  P.  Borland.. D Kansas  City 

6 C.  C.  Dickinson D Clinton 

7 C.  W.  Hamlin D Springfield 

8 D.  W.  Shackleford. . .D  Jefferson  City 

9 Champ  Clark D Bowling  Green 

10  Jacob  E.  Meeker.... R St.  Louis 

11  William  L.  Igoe D St.  Louis 

12  L.  C.  Dyer R St.  Louis 

13  Walter  L.  Hensley.. D Farmington 

14  Joseph  J.  Russell D Charleston 

15  Perl  D.  Decker D Joplin 

16  Thomas  L.  Rubey D Lebanon 

MONTANA. 

Senators.  P.  O.  Address. 

Henry  L.  Myers D Hamilton 

Thomas  J.  Walsh D Helena 

Representatives  At  Large. 

John  M.  Evans D Missoula 

Miss  Jeannette  Rankin..  R Missoula 
NEBRASKA. 

Senators.  P.  O.  Address. 

G.  M.  Hitchcock D Omaha 

George  W.  Norris R McCook 

Dist.  Representatives.  P.  O.  Address. 

1 Charles  F.  Reavis...  R Falls  City 

2 Charles  O.  Lobeck...D  Omaha 

3 Dan  V.  Stephens D Fremont 

4 Charles  H.  Sloan R Geneva 

5 A.  C.  Shallenberger.  D Alma 

6 Moses  P.  Kinkaid. . . R O’Neill 

NEVADA. 

Senators.  P.  O.  Address. 

Key  Pittman D Tonopah 

Francis  Newlands D Reno 

Representatives  At  Large. 

E.  E.  Roberts R Carson  City 

NEW  HAMPSHIRE. 

Senators.  P.  O.  Address. 

Jacob  H.  Gallinger R Concord 

Henry  F.  Hollis D Concord 

Dist.  Representatives.  P.  O.  Address. 

1 Cyrus  A.  Sulloway...  R Manchester 

2 Edward  H.  Wason...  R Nashua 

NEW  JERSEY. 

Senators.  P.  O.  Address. 

Joseph  S.  Frelinghuysen . R Raritan 

William  Hughes D Paterson 
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NEW  JERSEY— Continued. 

Dist.  Representatives.  P.  O.  Address. 

1 William  J.  Browning. R Camden 

2 Isaac  Bacharach R Atlantic  City 

3 Thomas  J.  Scully  ..D  South  Amboy 

Robert  Carson R New  Brunswick 

4 Elijah  C.  Hutchinson.  R Trenton 

5 John  H.  Capstick R Montville 

6 John  R.  Ramsey R Hackensack 

7 Dow  H.  Drukker R Passaic 

8 Edward  W.  Gray R Newark 

9 Richard  W.  Parker.  R Newark 

10  Fred’k  R.  Lehlbach..R  Newark 

11  John  J.  Eagan D Weehawken 

12  James  A.  Hamill D Jersey  City 

NEW  MEXICO. 

Senators.  P.  O.  Address. 

A.  A.  Jones D E.  Las  Vegas 

Albert  B.  Fall R Three  Rivers 

Representatives  At  Large. 

W.  B.  Walton D Silver  City 

NEW  YORK. 

Senators.  P.  O.  Address. 

Wm.  M.  Calder R Brooklyn 

Jas.  W.  Wadsworth,  Jr. . R Mt.  Morris 
Dist.  Representatives.  P.  O.  Address. 

1 Frederick  C.  Hicks.. R Port  Wash’g’n 

2 Chas.  Pope  Caldwell.  D Forrest  Hills 

3 Joseph  V.  Flynn D Brooklyn 

4 Harry  H.  Dale D Brooklyn 

5 James  P.  Maher D Brooklyn 

6 Fred’k  W.  Rowe R Brooklyn 

7 John  J.  Fitzgerald. ..  D Brooklyn 

8 Daniel  J.  Griffin D Brooklyn 

9 Oscar  W.  Swift R Brooklyn 

10  Reuben  L.  Haskell. . R Brooklyn 

11  Daniel  J.  Riordan...D  N.  Y.  City 

12  Meyer  London Soc.  N.  Y.  City 

13  Chris.  D.  Sullivan D N.  Y.  City 

14  F.  H.  LaGuardia R N.  Y.  City 

15  Michael  F.  Conry D N.  Y.  City 

16  Peter  J.  Dooling D N.  Y.  City 

17  John  F.  Carew D N.  Y.  City 

18  George  B.  Francis...  R N.  Y.  City 

19  Walter  M.  Chandler. . R N.  Y.  City 

20  Isaac  Siegel R N.  Y.  City 

21  Murray  Hulbert D N.  Y.  City 

22  Henry  Bruckner D N.  Y.  City 

23  Daniel  C.  Oliver D N.  Y.  City 

24  Benj.  L.  Fairchild. ..  R Pelham 

25  James  W.  Husfed R Peekskill 

26  Edmund  Platt R Poughkeepsie 

27  Charles  B.  Ward...R  De  Bruce 

James  0.  Woodward.  D Esperance 

28  Rollin  B.  Sanford R Slingerlands 

29  James  S.  Parker R Salem 

30  George  R.  Lunn D Schenectady 

31  Bertrand  H.  Snell... R Potsdam 

3 2 Luther  W.  Mott R Oswego 

33  Homer  P.  Snyder R Little  Falls 

34  Geo.  W.  Fairchild. ..  R Oneonta 

35  Walter  W.  Magee R Syracuse 

36  Norman  J.  Gould....  R Seneca  Falls 

37  Harry  H.  Pratt R Corning 

38  Thomas  B.  Dunn R Rochester 

39  Archie  D.  Sanders...  R Stafford 

40  S.  Wallace  Dempsey.  R Lockport 

41  Charles  B.  Smith....  D Buffalo 

42  William  F.  Waldo. . . R Buffalo 
13  Chas.  M.  Hamilton...  R Ripley 


NORTH  CAROLINA. 

Senators.  P.  O.  Address. 

Lee  S.  Overman D Salisbury 

F.  McL.  Simmons D Newbern 

Dist.  Representatives.  P.  O.  Address. 

1 John  H.  Small D Washington 

2 Claude  Kitchen D Scotland  Neck 

3 George  E.  Hood D Goldsboro 

4 Edward  W.  Pou D Smithfield 

5 Charles  M.  Stedman.D  Greensboro 

6 Hannibal  L.  Godwin.D  Dunn 

7 L.  D.  Robinson D Wadesboro 

8 Robert  L.  Doughton..D  Laurel  Springs 

9 Edwin  Y.  Webb D Shelby 

10  Zeb  Weaver D Hendersonville 

NORTH  DAKOTA. 

Senators.  P.  O.  Address. 

Port  J.  McCumber R Wahpeton 

Asle  J.  Gronna R Lakota 

Dist.  Representatives.  P.  O.  Address. 

1 Henry  T.  Helgesen..  R Milton 

2 George  M.  Young R Valley  City 

3 Patrick  D.  Norton...  R Hettinger 

OHIO. 

Senators.  P.  O.  Address. 

Atlee  Pomerene D Canton 

Warren  G.  Harding R Marion 

Dist.  Representatives.  P.  O.  Address. 

1 Nicholas  Long  worth.  R Cincinnati 

2 Victor  Heintz R Cincinnati 

3 Warren  Gard D Hamilton 

4 Benjamin  F.  Welty..  D Lima 

5 John  S.  Snook D Paulding 

6 Charles  C.  Kearns...  R Batavia 

7 Simeon  D.  Fess R Yellow  Spgs. 

8 John  A.  Key D Marion 

9 Isaac  R.  Sherwood...  D Toledo 

10  Robert  M.  Switzer...  R Gallipolis 

11  Horatio  C.  Claypool.  D Chillicothe 

12  Clement  Brumbaugh.  D Columbus 

13  Arthur  W.  Overmyer.  D Fremont 

14  E.  R.  Bathrick D Akron 

15  George  White D Marietta 

16  Roscoe  C.  McCulloch.  R Canton 

17  Wm.  A.  Ashbrook...D  Johnstown 

18  D.  A.  Hollingsworth.  R Cadiz 

19  John  G.  Cooper R Youngstowp 

20  William  Gordon D Cleveland 

21  Robert  Crosser D Cleveland 

22.  Henry  I.  Emerson . . R Cleveland 

OKLAHOMA. 

Senators.  P.  O.  Address. 

Thomas  P Gore D Lawton 

Robert  L.  Owen D Muskogee 

Dist.  Representatives.  P.  O.  Address. 

1 T.  A.  Chandler R Vinita 

2 Wm.  W.  Hastings...  D Tahlequah 

3 Charles  D Carter. . . . D Ardmore 

4 T.  D.  McKeown D Ada 

5 Jos.  B.  Thompson..  D Pauls  Valley 

6 Scott  Ferris D Lawton 

7 James  V.  McClintic.  D Snyder 

8 Dick  T.  Morgan R Woodward 

OREGON. 

Senators.  P.  O.  Address. 

G.  E.  Chamberlain D Portland 

Harry  Lane D Portland 
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OREGON. — Continued. 

Dist.  Representatives.  P.  O.  Address. 

1 Willis  C.  Hawley R Salem 

2 Nicholas  J.  Sinnott..  R The  Dalles 

3 C.  N.  McArthur R Portland 

PENNSYLVANIA. 

Senators.  P.  O.  Address. 

Philander  C.  Knox R Pittsburg 

Boies  Penrose R Philadelphia 

Dist.  Representatives.  P.  O.  Address. 

1 William  S.  Vare R Philadelphia 

2 George  S.  Graham...  R Philadelphia 

3 J.  Hampton  Moore...  R Philadelphia 

4 George  W.  Edmonds.  R Philadelphia 

5 Peter  E.  Costello R Tacony 

6 George  P.  Darrow...R  Philadelphia 

7 Thomas  S.  Butler R West  Chester 

8 Harry  W.  Watson...  R Langhorne 

9 William  W.  Griest. . . R Lancaster 

10  John  R.  Farr R Scranton 

11  D.  W.  Templeton R Plymouth 

12  Robert  D.  Heaton...  R Ashland 

13  Arthur  G.  Dewalt...D  Allentown 

14  Louis  T.  McFadden..R  Canton 

15  Edgar  R.  Kiess R Williamsport 

16  John  V.  Lesher D Sunbury 

17  Benjamin  K.  Focht. . R Lewisburg 

18  Aaron  S.  Kreider R Annville 

19  John  M.  Rose R Johnstown 

20  A.  W.  Brodbeck D Hanover 

21  Chas.  H.  Rowland..  R Phillipsburg 
William  E.  Tobias...  D Clearfield 

22  Edwin  E.  Robbins...  R Greensburg 

23  Bruce  F.  Sterling D Uniontown 

24  Henry  W.  Temple...  R Washington 

25  Henry  A.  Clark R Erie 

26  Henry  J.  Steele D Easton 

27  Nathan  L.  Strong R Brookville 

28  O.  D.  Bleakley R Franklin 

29  Stephen  G.  Porter...  R Pitsburg 

30  M.  Clyde  Kelly D Braddock 

31  John  M.  Morin R Pittsburg 

32  Guy  E.  Campbell D Crafton 

Representatives  At  Large. 

Thomas  S.  Crago R Waynesburg 

Mahlon  M.  Garland R Pittsburg 

Joseph  McLaughlin R Philadelphia 

John  R.  K.  Scott R Philadelphia 

RHODE  ISLAND. 

Senators.  P.  O.  Address. 

Peter  G.  Gerry D Providence 

Le  Baron  B.  Colt R Bristol 

Dist.  Representatives.  P.  O.  Address. 

1 Geo.  F.  O’Shaunessy . D Providence 

2 Walter  R.  Stiness...R  Cowesett 

3 Ambrose  Kennedy R Woonsocket 

SOUTH  CAROLINA. 

Senators.  P.  O.  Address. 

Ellison  D.  Smith D Lynchburg 

Benj.  R.  Tillman D Trenton 

Dist.  Representatives.  P.  O.  Address. 

1 Richard  S.  Whaley... D Charleston 

2 James  F.  Byrnes D Aiken 

3 Fred  H.  Dominick...  D Newberry 

4 Sam.  J.  Nicholls. . . . D Spartanburg 

5 David  E.  Finley D Yorkville 

6 J.  Willard  Ragsdale.  D Florence 

7 Asbury  F.  Lever D Lexington 


SOUTH  DAKOTA. 

Senators.  P.  O.  Address. 

Edwin  S.  Johnson D Yankton 

Thomas  Sterling R Vermilion 

I)ist.  Representatives.  P.  O.  Address. 

1 Charles  H.  Dillon...  R Yankton 

2 Royal  C.  Johnson R Aberdeen 

3 Harry  L.  Gandy D Rapid  City 

TENNESSEE. 

Senators.  P.  O.  Address. 

Kenneth  D.  McKellar...D  Memphis 

John  K.  Shields D Tate 

Dist.  Representatives.  P.  O.  Ajidress. 

1 Sam.  R.  Sells R Johnson  City 

2 Richard  W.  Austin..  R Knoxville 

3 John  A.  Moon D Chattanooga 

4 Cordell  Hull D Carthage 

5 William  C.  Houston..  D Woodbury 

6 Joseph  W.  Byrns....D  Nashville 

7 Lemuel  P.  Padgett..  D Columbia 

8 Thetus  W.  Sims D Linden 

9 Finis  J.  Garrett D Dresden 

10  Hubert  Fisher D Memphis 


TEXAS. 

Senators.  P.  O.  Address. 

Charles  A.  Culberson ...  D Dallas 
Morris  Sheppard D Texarkana 


Dist.  Representatives.  P.  O.  Address. 

1 Eugene  Black D Clarksville 

2 Martin  Dies D Beaumont 


3 James  Young D Kaufman 

4 Sam.  Rayburn D Bonham 

5 Hatton  W.  Summers.  D-  Dallas 

6 Rufus  Hardy D Corsicana 

7 Alexander  W.  Gregg . D Palestine 

8 Joe  H.  Eagle D Houston 

9 J.  J.  Mansfield D Columbus 

10  James  P.  Buchanan..  D Brenham 

11  Tom  Connally D Marlin 

12  James  C.  Wilson D Fort  Worth 

13  Marvin  Jones D Amarilla 

14  James  L.  Slayden D San  Antonio 

15  John  N.  Garner D Uvalde 

16  Thomas  L.  Blanton..  D Abilene 

Representatives  At  Large. 

Jeff.  McLemore D Houston 

Daniel  E.  Garrett D Houston 


Senators. 

Wm.  H.  King 
Reed  Smoot.., 


UTAH. 


Dist.  Representatives. 

1 M.  H.  Welling 

2 James  H.  Mays 


P.  O.  Address. 
.D  Salt  Lake  City 
.R  Provo  City 
P.  O.  Address. 
.D  Brigham  City 
.D  Salt  Lake  City 


VERMONT. 


Senators. 

Carroll  S.  Page. . 
W.  P.  Dillingham 


P.  O.  Address. 
R Hyde  Park 
R Montpelier 


Dist.  Representatives.  P.  O.  Address 

1 Frank  L.  Greene R St  Albans 

2 Porter  H.  Dale R Island  Pond 
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VIRGINIA. 

Senators.  P>  O.  Address. 

C.  A.  Swanson D Chatham 

Thomas  S.  Martin D Charlottesville 

Dist.  Representatives.  P.  O.  Address. 

1 William  A.  Jones D Warsaw 

2 Edward  E.  Holland.  .D  Suffolk 

3 Andrew  J.  Montague. D Richmond 

4 Walter  A . Watson... D Jennings  Od’y 
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ALABAMA 


Area,  51,279  sq.  miles.  . Area  under  no-license,  51,279  sq.  miles 
Population  (1910),  2,138,093.  Population  under  no-license,  2,138,093 

Population  (estimated,  1915) 2,301,277 

Urban  population,  370,431.  Rural  population,  1,767,662 

Per  cent  urban  population,  17.3.  Per  cent  rural  population,  82.7 

Density  of  population  per  square  mile 41.7 

Foreign-born  population,  19,286.  Per  cent  foreign-born,  0.9 

Native  whites  of  foreign  or  mixed  parentage,  32,417.  Per  cent,  1.5 
Negro  population,  908,282.  Per  cent,  42.5 

Illiterate  persons  10  years  of  age  and  over,  352,710.  Per  cent,  22.9 

Illiterate  males  of  voting  age,  *124,494.  Per  cent,  24.3 

Total  number  of  families,  454,767.  Number  persons  to  a family,  4.7 
Families  owning  homes,  154,716.  Per  cent,  34.0 

Families  renting  homes,  300,051.  Per  cent,  66.0 

Children  of  school  age,  683,888.  Number  pupils  enrolled,  424,611 
Persons  aged  15  to  20  years  attending  school,  94,109.  Per  cent,  34.4 
Number  church  communicants,  824,209.  Per  cent  of  population, 38. 4 

Average  number  of  wage  earners  employed 78,717 

Number  paupers  in  almshouses  per  100,000  population 34.6 

Number  insane  in  hospitals  per  100,000  population 95.4 

Number  blind  in  asylums  per  100,000  population 73.5 

Number  state  prisoners  per  100,000  population 172.4 

Number  persons  holding  federal  retail  liquor  tax  receipts  (in- 
cluding drug  stores  and  all  other  places  retailing  liquors).  .463 

Number  druggists  795 

Number  breweries  (1916),  None.  Number  distilleries  (1916),  None 

Fermented  liquors  produced  in  1916  (barrels) None 

Distilled  spirits  produced  in  1916  (gallons) None 

Distilled  spirits  rectified  in  1916  (gallons) ....None 

Bushels  grain  used  in  distilling,  1916 None 

Gallons  of  other  materials  used  in  distilling,  1916 None 

Number  dry  counties,  67.  Population  dry  counties,  2,138,093 

Number  dry  cities  of  100,000  population  or  more,  1.  Pop.,  132,685 

Number  dry  cities  of  25,000  population  or  more,  but  less  than 

100.000,  2.  Population  89,657 

Number  dry  cities  of  10,000  population  or  more,  but  less  than 

25.000,  4.  Population  47,864 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  5,000  population  or  more,  but 

less  than  10,000,  6.  Population  41,695 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  1,000  population  or  more  but 

less  than  5,000,  70.  Population  142,974 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  less  than  1,000  population 176 

Population  78,146 

Are  under  no-license,  51,279  sq.  miles.  100  per  cent. 

Area  under  license,  None. 

Population  under  no-license,  2,138,093.  100  per  cent. 

Population  under  license,  None. 
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Alabama  is  under  statutory  Prohibition,  the  law  having  been 
enacted  by  the  Legislature  in  1915,  and  having  gone  into  effect 
July  1,  1915.  Liquor  advertisements  in  newspapers,  magazines, 
on  billboards,  or  in  any  other  form,  are  prohibited  within  the 
state.  The  shipping  of  intoxicating  liquors  for  any  purpose 
except  for  personal  use  is  also  prohibited. 

Previous  to  the  enactment  of  the  Prohibition  statute  in  1915 
the  state  had  shifted  back  and  forth  between  county  local  option 
and  state- wide  Prohibition.  The  county  local  option  law  was 
enacted  by  the  Legislature  in  1907.  As  a result  of  the  operation 
of  this  law,  county  after  county  was  voted  into  the  dry  column, 
until,  on  October  28,  1907,  Jefferson  county  including  the  great 
manufacturing  city  of  Birmingham  voted  dry  by  almost  1,800 
majority.  This  great  victory  so  encouraged  the  temperance 
forces  of  the  state  that  sentiment  was  rapidly  crystallized  in 
favor  of  state-wide  Prohibition.  Accordingly,  after  the  vote  in 
Jefferson  county,  Governor  Comer  called  a special  session  of  the 
Legislature,  which  met  early  in  November,  1907,  and  by  an  over- 
whelming vote  in  both  houses  passed  a state-wide  prohibitory 
law.  This  law  went  into  effect  January  1,  1909,  but  before  that 
date  the  county  local  option  law  had  worked  so  effectively  that 
there  were  but  four  counties  in  the  state  where  open  saloons 
existed,  while  13  other  counties  had  dispensary  saloons. 

The  Legislature  of  1909  enacted  special  law  enforcement 
measures  making  statutory  Prohibition  in  Alabama  as  nearly 
ironclad  as  it  was  possible  to  make  it.  This  same  Legislature 
also  passed  a bill  submitting  the  question  of  constitutional 
Prohibition  to  a vote  of  the  people,  which  vote  was  taken  on 
November  29,  1909.  The  amendment  was  rejected,  but  the  Pro- 
hibition statute  remained  in  force  until  1911,  when  the  Legisla- 
ture practically  repealed  this  law  by  the  enactment  of  a local 
option  provision  permitting  a vote  on  the  question  by  counties. 
The  repeal  of  the  Prohibition  statute  was  due  primarily  to  the 
premature  action  of  some  of  the  friends  of  the  temperance  cause 
insisting  upon  a vote  on  constitutional  Prohibition  before  a suffi- 
cient test  of  the  state- wide  statutory  provision  was  had.  As  a 
result  the  issue  was  clouded  in  * the  election  of  1909,  and  the 
result  of  the  vote,  rejecting  the  constitutional  provision,  opened 
the  way  for  the  repeal  of  the  Prohibition  statute  by  the  Legis- 
lature in  1911. 

Under  the  provisions  of  the  county  option  law  enacted  in 
1911,  17  counties  voted  on  the  question.  Of  this  number,  nine 
voted  dry,  one  voted  for  the  dispensary  and  seven  voted  for 
open  saloons.  Under  the  provisions  of  the  county  option  law, 
the  old  Prohibition  statute  of  1907  remained  in  effect  in  all  coun- 
ties that  did  not  vote  specifically  for  saloons  or  dispensaries. 
Thus  this  Prohibition  statute  remained  in  operation  in  59  out 
of  the  67  counties  in  the  state,  until  July,  1915,  when  the  new 
Prohibition  statute,  enacted  in  January  of  that  year,  went  into 
effect. 

There  is  no  legislative  session  in  Alabama  until  January,  1919. 
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ALABAMA, 


1907,  1908,  1915  and  1917 


January  1,  1907 


January  1,  1908 


January  1,  1915 


January  1,  1917 
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ARIZONA 

Area,  113,810  sq.  miles.  Area  under  no-license,  113,810  sq.  miles 
Population  (1910),  204,354.  Population  under  no-license,  204,354 

Population  (estimated,  1915)  247,299 

Urban  population,  63,260.  Rural  population,  141,094 

Per  cent  urban  population,  31.0.  Per  cent  rural  population,  69.0 

Density  of  population  per  square  mile 1.8 

Foreign-born  population,  48,765.  Per  cent  foreign-born,  23.9 

Native  whites  of  foreign  or  mixed  parentage,  42,176.  Per  cent,  20.7 
Negro  population,  2,009.  Per  cent,  0.4 

Illiterate  persons  10  years  of  age  and  over,  32,953.  Per  cent,  20.9 

Illiterate  males  of  voting  age,  14,463.  Per  cent,  19.5 

Total  number  of  families,  47,927.  Number  persons  to  a family,  4.3 
Families  owning  homes,  22,7l2.  Percent,  47.3 

Families  renting  homes,  25,215.  Per  cent,  52.7 

Children  of  school  age,  49,045.  Number  pupils  enrolled,  31,312 

Persons  aged  15  to  20  years  attending  school,  6,664.  Per  cent,  30.8 
Number  church  communicants,  45,057.  Per  cent  of  population,  22.0 

Average  number  of  wage  earners  employed 6,898 

Number  paupers  in  almshouses  per  100,000  population 132.6 

Number  insane  in  hospitals  per  100,000  population 164.9 

Number  blind  in  asylums  per  100,000  population 95.9 

Number  state  prisoners  per  100,000  population 315.6 

Number  persons  holding  federal  retail  liquor  tax  receipts  (in- 
cluding drug  stores  and  all  other  places  retailing  liquors).  164 

Number  druggists  91 

Number  breweries  (1916),  1.  Number  distilleries  (1916),  None 

Fermented  liquors  produced  in  1916  (barrels) 2,510 

Distilled  spirits  produced  in  1916  (gallons) None 

Distilled  Spirits  rectified  in  1916  (gallons) None 

Bushels  grain  used  in  distilling,  1916 None 

Gallons  of  other  materials  used  in  distilling,  1916 None 

Number  dry  counties,  14.  Population  dry  counties,  204,354 

Number  dry  cities  of  100,000  population  or  more,  None.  Pop.,  None 
Number  dry  cities  of  25,000  population  or  more,  but  less  than 

100.000,  None.  Population None 

Number  dry  cities  of  10,000  population  or  more,  but  less  than 

25.000,  2.  Population * 24,327 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  5,000  population  or  more,  but 

less  than  10,000,  4.  Population  27,631 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  1,000  population  or  more,  but 

less  than  5,000,  10.  Population  23,723 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  less  than  1,000  population 6 

Population 3,985 

Area  under  no-license,  113,810  sq.  miles.  100  per  cent. 

Area  under  license,  None. 

Population'under  no-license,  204,354.  100  per  cent. 

Population  under  license,  None. 
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Arizona  is  under  constitutional  Prohibition,  the  amendment 
having  been  adopted  by  the  vote  of  the  people  on  November  3, 
1914,  and  having  gone  into  effect  January  1,  1915.  The  vote  on 
the  amendment  was  25,887  for  and  22,743  against.  The  shipment 
of  intoxicating  liquors  for  any  purpose  is  prohibited.  Under  a 
test  case  decided  by  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  state  early  in  1915 
the  law  was  upheld. 

In  the  election  of  1916,  when  an  amendment  to  the  prohibitory 
law  was  presented  to  the  people  for  decision,  cutting  out  “per- 
sonal use,”  the  Prohibition  forces  won  by  a majority  of  over 
12,000. 

Prior  to  the  adoption  of  Prohibition  in  Arizona  the  state  was 
under  local  option,  the  law  having  been  enacted  by  the  territorial 
Legislature  of  1909.  Through  the  operation  of  this  local  option 
law,  two  entire  counties  had  voted  out  the  saloon,  and  three 
municipalities,  ranging  in  population  from  1,000  to  5,000,  together 
with  several  smaller  places,  were  under  no-license.  All  the  In-^ 
dian  reservations  in  the  state  were  of  course  dry  under  federal’ 
law. 

Before  the  adoption  of  the  local  option  law  of  1909  which 
law  segregated  all  municipalities  for  the  purpose  of  voting  on 
the  liquor  question,  there  was  practically  one  saloon  in  the  state 
to  every  175  of  the  population.  Prior  to  this  time  there  had 
been  a local  option  law  on  the  statute  books  for  many  years,  but 
it  was  a weak  law,  and  on  account  of  requiring  a two-thirds 
majority  vote  to  abolish  saloons  not  much  progress  had  been 
made  in  the  matter  of  adding  to  the  dry  territory  in  the  state.  The 
experience  of  the  capital  city,  Phoenix,  and  the  county  in  which 
Phoenix  is  located,  presents  an  instance  of  how  the  will  of  the 
majority  of  the  people  was  repeatedly  defeated  by  the  provisions 
of  this  old  county  law.  On  May  2,  1908,  Maricopa  county,  in 
which  the  capital  is  located,  voted  on  the  liquor  question  with 
the  result  that  there  were  1,683  votes  for  the  saloons  and  1,886 
votes  against  them.  This  clear  majority  of  203  for  Prohibition, 
however,  was  not  effective  because  of  the  two-thirds  require- 
ment in  the  law. 
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Area,  52,525  sq.  miles.  Area  under  no-license,  52,525  sq.  miles 
Population  (1910),  1,574,449.  Population  under  no  license,  1,574,449 

Population  (estimated,  1915) 1,713,102 

Urban  population,  202,681.  Rural  population,  1,371,768 

Per  cent  urban  population,  12.9  Per  cent  rural  population,  87.1 

Density  of  population  per  square  mile 30 

Foreign-born  population,  17,046.  Per  cent  foreign-born,  1.1 

Native  whites  of  foreign  or  mixed  parentage,  36,608.  Per  cent,  2.3 
Negro  population,  442,891.  Percent,  28.1 

Illiterate  persons  10  years  of  age  and  over,  142,954.  Per  cent,  12.6 

Illiterate  males  of  voting  age,  53,440.  Per  cent,  13.5 

Total  number  of  families,  333,368.  Number  persons  to  a family,  4.7 
Families  owning  homes,  151,002.  Per  cent,  45.3 
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Families  renting  homes,  182,366.  Per  cent,  54.7 

Children  of  school  age,  532,164.  Number  pupils  enrolled,  395,978 

Persons  aged  15  to  20  years  attending  school,  82,097.  Per  cent,  39.8 
Number  church  communicants,  426,179.  Per  cent  of  population,  27.6 

Average  number  of  wage  earners  employed 41,979 

Number  paupers  in  almshouses  per  100,000  population 33.9 

Number  insane  in  hospitals  per  100,000  population 69.4 

Number  blind  in  asylums  per  100,000  population 76.3 

Number  state  prisoners  per  100,000  population 83.0 

Number  persons  holding  federal  retail  liquor  tax  receipts  (in- 
cluding drug  stores  and  all  other  places  retailing  liquors). 479 

Number  druggists  889 

Number  breweries  (1916),  1.  Number  distilleries  (1916),  2 

Fermented  liquors  produced  in  1916  (barrels) 6,004 

Distilled  spirits  produced  in  1916  (gallons) 178.4 

Distilled  spirits  rectified  in  1916  (gallons) 34,087.0 

Bushels  grain  used  in  distilling,  1916 

Gallons  of  other  materials  used  in  distilling,  1916 

Number  dry  counties,  75.  Population  dry  counties,  1,574,449 

Number  dry  cities  of  100,000  population  or  more,  None.  Pop.,  None 
Number  dry  cities  of  25,000  population  or  more,  but  less  than 

100.000,  1.  Population  45,941 

Number  dry  cities  of  10,000  population  or  more,  but  less  than 

25.000,  4.  Population  64,469 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  5,000  population  or  more  but 

less  than  10,000,  4.  Population .....26,798 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  1,000  population  or  more,  but 

less  than  5,000,  73.  Population 157,959 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  less  than  1,000  population 222 

Population  84,906 

Area  under  no-license,  52,525  sq.  miles.  100  per  cent. 

Area  under  license,  None. 

Population  under  no-license,  1,574,449.  100  per  cent. 

Population  under  license,  None. 

Arkansas  is  under  statutory  Prohibition.  The  law  was 
enacted  by  the  Legislature  on  February  6,  1915,  and  became 
effective  January  1,  1916.  That  the  sentiment  of  the  state  of 
Arkansas  was  overwhelmingly  in  favor  of  state-wide  Prohibition 
is  clearly  evidenced  by  the  majority  in  favor  of  the  measure 
registered  in  both  houses.  The  vote  in  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives was  75  to  24.  The  measure  was  slightly  amended  by  the 
Senate  and  finally  adopted  by  a vote  of  33  to  2.  When  the 
amended  bill  was  taken  back  to  the  House  it  was  adopted  by 
a unanimous  vote. 

Under  the  provisions  of  this  law  a violation  constitutes  a 
felony  which  is  punishable  with  a penalty  of  one  year  in  the 
penitentiary,  the  courts  being  prohibited  by  another  provision 
of  the  law  from  suspending  the  sentence. 

On  January  22,  1917,  by  a large  majority,  both  houses  of  the 
Arkansas  Legislature  passed  a “bone-dry”  law  which  was  signed 
by  the  Governor  on  January  24.  This  new  law  makes  it  prac- 
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tically  impossible  for  any  person  in  Arkansas  to  secure  liquor. 
The  exceptions  for  sacramental,  medicinal  and  mechanical  pur- 
poses are  very  closely  guarded. 

Arkansas  has  an  anti-liquor  advertising  law,  the  operation  of 
which,  in  harmony  with  the  operation  of  the  federal  anti-liquor 
advertising  law  passed  by  Congress,  will  put  an  end  to  liquor 
advertisements  in  Arkansas. 

Prior  to  the  adoption  of  Prohibition  the  liquor  question  in 
the  state  of  Arkansas  was  dealt  with  under  a provision  that  was 
known  as  the  Going  law,  adopted  February  17,  1913.  This  mea- 
sure made  it  unlawful  for  any  court,  town  or  city  council,  to 
issue  a license  to  sell  intoxicating  liquors  except  in  case  where 
such  a license  was  asked  for  by  a petition  signed  by  the  majority 
of  the  white  adult  population  within  the  incorporated  town  or 
city  where  the  license  was  to  be  issued.  This  law  also  provided 
.that  before  one  could  secure  such  a license,  the  county  must 
have  voted  for  license  at  the  last  general  election  in  which  the 
liquor  question  was  an  issue.  This  law  further  provided  that  a 
petition  calling  for  the  issuing  of  a license,  signed  by  a majority 
of  the  adult  population,  must  be  published  in  at  least  two  issues 
of  some  newspaper  published  in  the  village  or  city  where  the 
petition  was  circulated,  at  least  ten  days  before  the  petition 
could  be  acted  upon.  The  liquor  interests  made  a desperate 
fight  against  the  enactment  of  the  Going  law.  They  invoked 
the  referendum,  and  secured  12,155  names,  which  was  4,000  in 
excess  of  the  legal  requirements,  to  have  the  law  referred  to  a 
vote  of  the  people.  The  Legislature,  however,  anticipating  such 
a move,  attached  to  the  act  an  emergency  clause,  which,  under 
the  Arkansas  constitution,  precluded  the  option  of  the  referen- 
dum. The  matter  was  finally  fought  out  in  the  courts,  and  the 
law,  as  well  as  the  emergency  clause,  was  fully  sustained  by 
the  Supreme  Court. 

Under  the  provisions  of  the  Going  law,  just  five  places  in 
the  state  of  Arkansas  permitted  saloons. 

The  Masonic  Grand  Lodge  of  Arkansas,  after  the  passage  of 
the  Going  law,  adopted  a resolution  making  it  a Masonic  offense 
for  any  Mason  in  the  state  to  sign  a petition  for  the  granting 
of  a saloon  license  or  to  circulate  such  a petition. 

When  the  Going  law  was  passed  by  the  Legislature  there 
were  only  279  saloons  left  in  the  entire  state  and  216  of  these 
were  in  the  five  most  important  towns  and  cities.  Sixty-three 
of  the  75  counties  were  wholly  dry,  and  practically  98  per  cent 
of  the  population  was  living  in  dry  territory. 

In  1916  a bill  w^as  initiated  to  repeal  the  Going  law,  so  as  to 
allow  saloons  to  return.  The  question  was  submitted  to  the  peo- 
ple on  November  7,  1916,  and  the  proposed  amendment  was  de- 
feated by  50,000  majority. 

For  many  years  before  the  adoption  of  the  Going  law,  the 
vote  by  counties  under  the  local  option  provision  showed  great 
progress  in  the  development  of  temperance  sentiment.  The 
aggregate  license  majority  in  all  the  counties  of  the  state  in 
1894  was  52,358.  In  1906  the  aggregate  county  vote  showed  a 
no-license  majority  of  16,618.  In  1908  the  no-license  majority 
was  22,934.  In  1910  the  no-license  majority  in  the  counties  was 
23,262.  In  this  election,  seven  counties  in  the  state  changed  from 
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license  to  no-license,  thus  leaving  only  12  counties  where  saloons 
were  permitted. 

In  1912  the  question  of  state-wide  Prohibition  was  sub- 
mitted to  a vote  of  the  people.  The  election  took  place  Septem- 
ber 9,  1912.  The  result  was  a complete  surprise  in  view  of 
previous  records,  there  being  registered  69,390  votes  for  Prohi- 
bition and  85,358  votes  against  Prohibition,  thus  giving  a wet 
majority  of  15,968.  The  result  of  this  election  was  largely  due 
to  what  appeared  to  be  a trade  between  the  liquor  forces  and 
the  negro  voters.  The  liquor  interests  had  indirectly  secured 
the  submission  of  an  amendment  to  disfranchise  the  colored 
voters.  The  negroes  of  Arkansas  had  not  been  in  the  habit  of 
voting.  The  Prohibition  amendment  and  the  disfranchisement 
amendment  were  voted  upon  at  the  same  time.  As  a result,  the 
negroes  swarmed  to  the  ballot  boxes  in  large  numbers  and  were 
influenced  to  vote  against  Prohibition  by  the  liquor  forces  in 
return  for  liquor  votes  against  disfranchisement. 
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Area,  155,652  sq.  miles.  Area  under  no-license,  85,000  sq.  miles 
Population  (1910),  2,377,549.  Population  under  no-license,  625,000 

Population  (estimated,  1915)  2,848,275 

Urban  population,  1,469,739.  Rural  population,  907,810 

Per  cent  urban  population,  61.8.  Per  cent  rural  population,  38.2 

Density  of  population  per  square  mile 15.3 

Foreign-born  population,  586,432.  Per  cent  foreign-born,  24.7 

Native  whites  of  foreign  or  mixed  parentage,  635,889.  Per  cent,  26.8 
Negro  population,  21,645.  Per  cent,  0.9 

Illiterate  persons  10  years  of  age  and  over,  74,902.  Percent,  3.7 

Illiterate  males  of  voting  age,  42,787.  Per  cent,  4.6 

Total  number  of  families,  563,636.  Number  persons  to  a family,  4.2 
Families  owning  homes,  270,379.  Per  cent,  47.9 

Families  renting  homes,  293,257.  Percent,  52.1 

Children  of  school  age,  540,081.  Number  pupils  enrolled,  368,391 

Persons  aged  15  to  20  years  attending  school,  88,557.  Per  cent,  36.6 
Number  church  communicants,  611,464.  Per  cent  of  population,  25.7 

Average  number  of  wage  earners  employed  139,481 

Number  paupers  in  almshouses  per  100,000  population 195.4 

Number  insane  in  hospitals  per  100,000  population 279.8 

Number  blind  in  asylums  per  100,000  population 55.9 

Number  state  prisoners  per  100,000  population 174.8 

Number  persons  holding  federal  retail  liquor  tax  receipts  (in- 
cluding drug  stores  and  all  other  places  retailing  liquors). 15, 251 

Number  druggists  1,444 

Number  breweries  (1916),  72.  Number  distilleries  (1916),  141 

Fermented  liquors  produced  in  1916  (barrels) 1,382,589 

Distilled  spirits  produced  in  1916  (gallons) 11,845,251.1 

Distilled  spirits  rectified  in  1916  (gallons).. 3,256,037.3 

Bushels  grain  used  in  distilling,  1916 35,580 

Gallons  of  other  materials  used  in  distilling,  1916 10,756,618 

Number  dry  counties,  3.  Population  dry  counties,  43,008 

Number  dry  cities  of  100,000  population  or  more,  None.  Pop.,  None 
Number  dry  cities  of  25,000  population  or  more,  but  less  than 

100,000,  2.  Population  70,725 
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Number  dry  cities  of  10,000  population  or  more,  but  less  than 


25,000,  5.  Population  65,336 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  5,000  population  or  more,  but 

less  than  10,000,  2.  Population . .13,450 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  1,000  population  or  more,  but 

less  than  5,000,  45.  Population 104,028 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  less  than  1,000  population 29 

Population 21,303 

Area  under  no-license,  85,000  sq.*  miles.  54.7  per  cent. 


Area  under  license,  70,652  sq.  miles.  45.3  per  cent. 
Population  under  no-license,  625,000.  26.3  per  cent. 


Population  under  license,  1,752,549.  73.7  per  cent. 


California  is  under  local  option,  the  law  providing  for  a vote 
on  the  license  question  in  incorporated  cities  and  in  that  part  of 
each  supervisorial  district  wThich  lies  outside  of  incorporated  cities. 
There  are  five  supervisorial  districts  in  each  county,  and  as  a rule 
some  part  of  each  lies  outside  of  cities. 

There  are  58  counties  in  the  state;  three  of  these  are  wholly 
dry;  in  20,  all  the.  territory  outside  of  incorporated  cities  is  dry; 
in  many  other  counties  one  or  more  of  the  districts  are  dry.  Al- 
together, half  of  the  supervisorial  districts  in  the  state  outside  of 
cities  are  under  no-license;  about  80  incorporated  cities  are  under 
no-license. 

During  the  year  1916  no  dry  territory  was  lost,  but  several 
wet  cities  were  added  to  the  dry  list. 

On  November  7,  1916,  the  people  of  California  voted  on  two 
constitutional  amendments.  One  provided  for  absolute  Prohibi- 
tion of  the  manufacture  and  importation  of  alcoholic  liquor  for 
drinking  purposes;  the  other  closed  the  public  drinking  place  and 
the  retail  liquor  shop.  While  neither  of  these  amendments  was 
carried,  the  results  of  the  election  when  compared  with  the  re- 
sults of  a similar  election  in  November,  1914,  show  great  progress. 
In  1914  the  wet  majority  was  169,245.  In  1916  this  was  cut  down 
to  101,561  on  the  complete  Prohibition  amendment.  The  other 
amendment  came  within  44,744 1 of  carrying.  The  11  counties  in 
the  Southern  California  division  in  1914  gave  a wet  majority  of 
3,970.  In  1916  these  counties  gave  a dry  majority  on  number  one 
of  35,896,  and  on  number  two  of  more  than  50,000.  There  was  a 
marked  reduction  in  the  wet  majority  both  North  and  South. 
San  Francisco  gave  such  an  overwhelming  wet  majority  that 
this  offset  the  rest  of  the  state.  Outside  of  San  Francisco  the 
state  went  dry  by  32,222  on  the  second  amendment. 

The  Legislature  this  year  is  asked  to  change  the  unit  of  the 
local  option  lav/  to  the  whole  county,  including  incorporated 
cities.  If  this  amendment  is  made,  probably  half  of  the  counties 
in  the  state  will  be  voted  dry  at  an  early  date. 

The  local  option  law  under  which  the  temperance  forces  of 
California  have  been  operating  was  enacted  by  the  Legislature 
of  1911. 

Prior  to  the  adoption  of  the  state- wide  local  option  law  in 
1911  all  votes  on  the  liquor  question  were  handled  under  the 
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supervision  of  the  County  Board  of  Supervisors.  The  constitu- 
tion of  the  state,  and  the  statutes  as  well,  permitted  each  County 
Board  of  Supervisors  to  grant  to  the  people  the  right  of  a local 
veto  on  the  liquor  question.  In  a large  number  of  counties  the 
people  enjoyed  the  benefits  of  this  local  option  provision,  but  in 
other  counties  the  Supervisors  refused  to  grant  such  privilege. 
However,  even  when  local  option  elections  were  held  under  the 
privilege  granted  by  the  County  Supervisors,  these  Supervisors 
were  not  compelled  to  stand  by  the  verdict,  although  the  vote 
against  saloons  at  such  elections  usually  had  the  moral  effect 
of  restraining  the  County  Supervisors  from  granting  licenses 
in  the  territory  where  the  people  had  declared  against  the 
saloons. 
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In  the  year  1909,  a total  of  439  saloons  were  abolished  in 
California  by  the  vote  of  the  people  under  the  supervisorial  local 
option  provision.  Five  hundred  more  saloons  were  closed  in  the 
city  of  San  Francisco  by  various  methods,  thus  making  a total  of 
939  saloons  abolished  during  that  year.  The  progress  thus  shown 
so  encouraged  the  temperance  forces  that  a fight  for  a uniform 
local  option  law  was  made  before  the  Legislature  of  1909.  The 
bill  was  smothered  in  committee  in  the  House  of  Representatives, 
and  in  the  Senate,  where  it  was  finally  considered,  it  received 
but  12  votes.  Two  years  later,  however  (in  1911),  the  measure 
passed  the  Legislature  by  a substantial  majority  in  both  Houses. 

The  Legislature  of  1913  passed  a law  requiring  saloons  to 
close  from  2 o’clock  a.  m.  to  6 o’clock  a.  m.,  thus  putting  an  end 
to  the  all-night  saloons  in  San  Francisco  and  other  cities. 

The  Legislature  of  1915  passed  a law  which  makes  all  places 
where  liquor  is  sold  illegally,  public  nuisances,  and  authorizes 
any  citizen  to  bring  action  for  abatement  of  such  nuisances.  This 
same  Legislature  also  enacted  a law  forbidding  the  sale  of  liquor 
to  people  of  Indian  blood,  or  to  people  of  part  Indian  blood,  or  to 
white  people  who  live  with  or  habitually  associate  with  Indians. 

Names  and  Population  of  All  No-License  Counties 

Lake  5,526  Mono  2,042  Tulare  35,440 

Names  and  Population  of  All  No-License  Cities  of  25,000  Popula- 
tion But  Less  Than  100,000 

Berkeley 40,434  Pasadena  ....30,291 

Names  and  Population  of  All  No- License  Cities  of  10,000  Popula- 
tion But  Less  Than  25,000 

Long  Beach  .17,809  Redlands  ...  10,449  Santa 

Pomona  10,207  Riverside  ....15,212  Barbara  ...11,659 

Names  and  Population  of  All  No-License  Municipalities  of  5,000 
Population  But  Less  Than  10,000 
Alhambra 5,021  Santa  Ana  ....8,429 


Names  and  Population  of  All- No- License  Municipalities  of  1,000 
Population  But  Less  Than  5,000 


Azusa 1,477 

Bishop  1,190 

Burlingame  ...1,565 

Chino  1,444 

Claremont  . . . .1,114 

Corona  3,540 

Covina  1,652 

El  Centro  ....1,610 
Escondido  ....1,334 

Fullerton  1,725 

Glendale  2,746 

Hanford  4,829 

Huntingt’n  Pk.  1,299 
Inglewood  ....1,536 
Lindsay  1,814 


Lompoc  1,482 

Los  Gatos 2,232 

Mayfield  1,041 

Monrovia  3,576 

Mount’n  View  1,161 
National  City  .1,733 

Oakdale  1,035 

Ocean  Park  ..3,119 

Ontario  4,274 

Orange 2,920 

Pacific  Grove  .2,384 

Palo  Alto  4,486 

Paso  Robles  ..1,441 
Piedmont  1,719 


Portersville  ...2,696 


Red  Bluff  ....3,530 
Santa  Paula  ..2,216 

Sawtelle  2,143 

Selma  1,750 

Sierra  Madre  .1,303 
S.  Pasadena. ..4,649 

Tulare  2,758 

Turlock 1,573 

Upland  2,384 

Vacaville  1,177 

Ventura 2,945 

Visalia  4,550 

Whittier  4,550 

Willows  1,139 

Woodland  ....3,187 
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Names  and  Population  of  All  No-License  Municipalities  of  Less 
Than  1,000  Population 


Alturas 916 

Arcadia  696 

Belvedere 481 

Biggs  403 

Brawl ey  881 

Calexico  797 

Compton  922 

Corning  972 

Delano  

Dinuba  970 


Ferndale  905 

Fortuna  883 

Fowler  675 

Hemet  992 

Hermosa  Beach  679 

Holtville 729 

Huntington 

Beach  815 

Kingsbury  634 

Lakeport  870 


Lordsburg  ....  954 

Loyal  ton  983 

Morgan  Hill...  607 
Newport  B’ch..  445 

Oceanside  673 

Potter  Valley..  576 

Ross  556 

San  Jacinto 898 

Wheatland  ....  481 
Winters  910 
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Area,  103,658  sq.  miles.  Area  under  no-license,  103,658  sq.  miles 
Population  (1910),  799,024.  Population  under  no-license,  799,024 

Population  (estimated,  1915)  935,799 

Urban  population,  404,840.  Rural  population,  394,184 

Per  cent  urban  population,  50.7.  Per  cent  rural  population,  49.3 

Density  of  population  per  square  mile : 7.7 

Foreign-born  population,  129,587.  Per  cent  foreign-born,  16.2 

Native  whites  of  foreign  or  mixed  parentage,  181,428.  Per  cent,  22.7 
Negro  population,  11,453.  Per  cent,  1.4 

Illiterate  persons  10  years  of  age  and  over,  23,780.  Per  cent,  3.7 

Illiterate  males  of  voting  age,  11,343.  Per  cent,  4.2 

Total  number  of  families,  194,467.  Number  persons  to  a family,  4.1 
Families  owning  homes,  96,728.  Per  cent,  49.7 

Families  renting  homes,  97,739.  Per  cent,  50.3 

Children  of  school  age,  192,765.  Number  pupils  enrolled,  168,798 
Persons  aged  15  to  20  years  attending  school,  35,058.  Per  cent,  40.7 
Number  church  communicants,  205,666.  Per  cent  of  population,  25.7 

Average  number  of  wage  earners  employed 27,278 

Number  paupers  in  almshouses  per  100,000  population 63.8 

Number  insane  in  hospitals  per  100,000  population 150.1 

Number  blind  in  asylums  per  100,000  population 47.3 

Number  state  prisoners  per  100,000  population 153.9 

Number  persons  holding  federal  retail  liquor  tax  receipts  (in- 
cluding drug  stores  and  all  other  places  retailing  liquors.  1,682 

Number  druggists  573 

Number  breweries  (1916),  10.  Number  distilleries  1916),  None 

Fermented  liquors  produced  in  1916  (barrels) 163,554 

Distilled  spirits  produced  in  1916  (gallons) None 

Distilled  spirits  rectified  in  1916  (gallons) 30,050.9 

Bushels  grain  used  in  distilling,  1916 None 

Gallons  of  others  materials  used  in  distilling,  1916 None 

Number  dry  counties,  63.  Population  dry  counties,  799,024 

Number  dry  cities  of  100,000  population  or  more,  1.  Pop.,  213,381 

Number  dry  cities  of  25,000  population  or  more,  but  less  than 

100.000,  2.  Population  73,473 

Number  dry  cities  of  10,000  population  or  more,  but  less  than 

25.000,  1.  Population  10,204 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  5,000  population  or  more  but 

less  than  10,000,  7.  Population  66,008 
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Number  dry  municipalities  of  1,000  population  or  more  but 

less  than  5,000,  39.  Population 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  less  than  1,000  population 

Population 

Area  under  no-license,  103,658  sq.  miles.  100  per  cent. 

Area  under  license,  None. 

Population  under  no-license,  799,024.  100  per  cent. 

Population  under  license,  None. 


92,176 

...150 

57,485 


Colorado  is  under  constitutional  Prohibition.  The  prohibitory 
amendment  to  the  constitution  was  adopted  by  vote  of  the  people 
November  3,  1914,  and  became  effective  January  1,  1916.  The 
vote  at  the  election  which  decided  the  question  was  129,589  for 
the  amendment,  and  118,017  against  the  amendment,  making  the 
dry  majority  11,572.  The  Legislature  of  1915  enacted  a stringent 
law  providing  for  the  enforcement  of  the  amendment.  This  law 
prohibits  the  advertising  of  liquors,  makes  it  unlawful  to  solicit 
orders  within  the  state,  provides  for  search  and  seizure  and  gives 
the  Governor  special  power  to  enforce  the  law  throughout  the 
state.  The  ouster  provision  is  also  included  in  the  law.  The  text 
of  the  Prohibition  amendment  adopted  by  the  people  is  as  follows. 

From  and  after  the  first  (1st)  day  of  January,  1916,  no  persons,  associa- 
tion or  corporation  shall,  within  this  state,  manufacture  for  sale  or  gift  any 
intoxicating  liquors ; and  no  person,  association  or  corporation  shall  import 
into  this  state  any  intoxicating  liquors  for  sale  or  gift ; and  no  person,  asso- 
ciation or  corporation  shall,  within  this  state,  sell  or  keep  for  sale  any 
intoxicating  liquors  or  offer  any  intoxicating  liquors  for  sale,  barter  or  trade. 
Provided,  however,  that  the  handling  of  intoxicating  liquors  for  medicinal  or 
sacramental  purposes  may  be  provided  for  by  statute. 

When  Prohibition  went  into  operation  in  Colorado  on  January 
1,  1916,  1,800  saloons  and  17  breweries  were  closed. 

Under  the  initiative,  in  May,  1915,  the  liquor  interests  of 
Denver  submitted  a charter  amendment  providing  for  home  rule 
for  the  city  of  Denver.  This  was  done  for  the  purpose  of  ex- 
empting the  city  of  Denver  from  the  operation  of  the  state  Pro- 
hibition law.  The  charter  amendment  carried  by  a majority  of 
2,600,  but  was  overruled  by  thq  State  Supreme  Court. 

In  1916  the  liquor  interests  initiated  another  amendment  to 
the  constitution  declaring  that  “beer  is  not  an  intoxicating  liquor 
within  the  meaning  of  the  prohibitory  clause  of  the  constitution” 
and  also  providing  for  the  manufacture  and  sale  of  beer  strictly 
for  home  consumption.  When  the  people  got  a chance  at  this 
amendment  at  the  polls  the  amendment  was  defeated  by  a ma- 
jority of  85,792.  The  Prohibition  forces  in  Colorado  are  planning 
to  initiate  a “bone-dry”  amendment  to  the  constitution  to  be 
voted  on  in  December,  1918,  providing  the  General  Assembly  does 
not  enact  such  a law  before  that  time.  A “bone-dry”  bill  has  al- 
ready been  introduced  and  is  being  pressed  in  the  Legislature.  It  is 
known  as  the  Schermerhorn  bill,  which  provides  for  the  Prohibition 
of  all  shipments  of  liquor  into  the  state  for  beverage  purposes. 

Prior  to  the  adoption  of  the  prohibitory  amendment,  Colo- 
rado was  under  local  option,  tlie  law  having  been  enacted  in  1907. 
This  law  provided  for  a vote  in  municipalities,  wards  or  voting  pre- 
cincts. Under  this  law,  90  per  cent  of  the  agricultural  districts  of  the 
state  were  dry,  and  a large  percentage  of  the  population  of  the 
cities  of  Denver  and  Pueblo  were  living  in  dry  districts  under  the 
ward  provision  of  the  law  before  Prohibition  became  operative. 
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WHAT  PROHIBITION  DID  FOR  COLORADO  THE 
FIRST  YEAR 

The  Denver  News  at  the  beginning  of  the  year  in  a 
special  edition  given  over  almost  entirely  to  the  progress 
made  by  the  city  and  state  during  1916,  the  first  year 
Colorado  was  without  saloons,  presents  the  following 
facts: 

Prohibition  closed  1,615  saloons  and  17  breweries  in 
Denver. 

Arrests  for  drunkenness  slumped  from  3,219  in  1915 
to  1,549  in  1916. 

Arrests  for  vagrancy  dropped  from  3,713  in  1915  to 
1,148  in  1916. 

Gambling  decreased  from  515  in  1915  to  252  in  1916. 

The  average  number  of  arrests  in  the  city  for  the 
six  years  preceding  was  13,922.  The  total  number  of 
arrests  for  dry  1916  was  9,985. 

There  was  an  increase  of  26  per  cent  in  the  amount 
in  the  savings  banks  of  Denver  for  the  first  nine  months 
of  1916  compared  with  the  same  period  in  1915. 

There  was  an  increase  of  more  than  16  per  cent  in 
the  deposits  in  the  banks  and  trust  companies  of  the 
city  compared  with  the  same  period  in  1915. 

Nearly  20,000  new  savings  accounts  were  opened  in 
the  city  the  first  dry  year,  a larger  number  than  in  any 
similar  period  in  the  city’s  history. 

The  building  permits  for  1916  show  a value  of 
$4,037,440,  an  amount  almost  double  the  value  of  per- 
mits taken  out  during  1915. 

The  financial  transactions  of  the  postoffice  during 
dry  1916  show  an  increase  of  $i;258,000  over  1915  busi- 
ness. This  sets  the  high  record  mark  in  the  history  of 
the  postoffice. 

Experts  place  the  total  value  of  automobile  sales 
made  in  Colorado  for  the  first  dry  year  at  $13,600,000. 

It  is  estimated  that  one  person  out  of  23  in  the  city 
of  Denver  owns  an  automobile. 

In  1915  the  number  of  visitors  at  the  Rocky  Moun- 
tain National  Park  was  31,000.  This  year  the  number 
jumped  to  51,000. 

The  manufacturing  output  of  the  state  for  1916  ex- 
ceeded that  of  the  previous  year  by  nearly  $20,000,000. 

The  value  of  the  state’s  mining  output  outside  of  the 
coal  mines  increased  more  than  $11,000,000  over  the  pre- 
vious year. 

The  increase  in  the  production  of  the  coal  mines 
over  1915  was  more  than  $13,000,000. 
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Area,  4,820  sq.  miles.  Area  under  no-license,  3,600  sq.  miles. 

Population  (1910),  1,114,756.  Population  under  no-license,  200,000 

Population  (estimated,  1915)  1,223,583 

Urban  population,  999,839.  Rural  population,  114,917 

Per  cent  urban  population,  89.7.  Per  cent  rural  population,  10.3 

Density  of  population  per  square  mile 231.3 

Foreign-born  population,  329,574.  Per  cent  foreign-born,  29.6 

Native  whites  of  foreign  or  mixed  parentage,  374,489.  Per  cent,  33.6 
Negro  population,  15,174.  Percent,  1.4 

Illiterate  persons  10  years  of  age  and  over,  53,665.  Percent,  6.0 
Illiterate  males  of  voting  age,  23,562.  Percent,  6.8 

Total  number  of  families,  246,659.  Number  persons  to  a family,  4.5 
Families  owning  homes,  90,457.  Per  cent,  36.7 

Families  renting  homes,  156,202.  Per  cent,  63.3 

Children  of  school  age,  255,279.  Number  pupils  enrolled,  190,353 
Persons  aged  15  to  20  years  attending  school,  30,576.  Per  cent,  24.9 
Number  church  communicants,  502,560.  Per  cent  of  population,  45.8 

Average  number  of  wage  earners  employed 226,264 

Number  paupers  in  almshouses  per  100,000  population 201.3 

Number  insane  in  hospitals  per  100,000  population 321.1 

Number  blind  in  asylums  per  100,000  population 49.6 

Number  state  prisoners  per  100,000  population 136.3 

Number  persons  holding  federal  retail  liquor  tax  receipts  (in- 
cluding drug  stores  and  all  other  places  retailing  liquors) . 3,299 

Number  druggists  593 

Number  breweries  (1916),  18.  Number  distilleries  (1916),  9 

Fermented  liquors  produced  in  1916  (barrels) 909,114 

Distilled  spirits  produced  in  1916  (gallons) 127,214.9 

Distilled  spirits  rectified  in  1916  (gallons) 1,340,849.5 

Bushels  grain  used  in  distilling,  1916 30,624 

Gallons  of  other  materials  used  in  distilling,  1916 None 

Number  dry  counties,  None.  Population  dry  counties,  None 

Number  dry  cities  of  100,000  population  or  more,  None.  Pop.,  None 
Number  dry  cities  of  25,000  population  or  more,  but  less  than 

100.000,  None.  Population  None 

Number  dry  cities  of  10,000  population  or  more,  but  less  than 

25.000,  None.  Population  None 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  5,000  population  or  more,  but 

less  than  10,000,  2.  Population 13,214 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  1,000  population  or  more  but 

less  than  5,000,  16.  Population 56,654 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  less  than  1,000  population 73 

Population  130,000 

Area  under  no-license,  3,600  sq.  miles.  74.8  per  cent. 


Area  under  license,  1,220  sq.  miles.  25.2  per  cent. 
Pg^^^ficm^mider  no-license,  200,000.  18.0  per  cent. 

Population  under  license,  914,756,  82.0  per  cent. 
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Connecticut  is  under  local  option.  The  law  provides  for  a vote 
on  the  liquor  question  as  often  as  once  each  year,  by  towns,  upon 
petition  of  10  per  cent  of  the  voters.  Licenses  are  granted  by 
the  County  Commissioners,  who  are  themselves  elected  by  the 
Legislature.  There  are  168  towns  in  the  state,  91  of  which  are 
at  the  present  time  under  no-license,  and  77  are  under  license. 

The  General  Assembly  has  added  a number  of  wholesome 
anti-liquor  provisions  to  the  law  in  recent  years.  Among  these 
provisions  is  one  prohibiting  the  sale  of  liquor  by  druggists, 
except  on  prescription,  during  the  hours  or  days  when  saloons 
are  closed,  while  another  prohibits  the  employment  of  women  in 
places  where  liquors  are  sold.  Strong  safeguards  have  also  been 
put  around  the  sale  to  minors,  drunkards  and  those  who  are 
under  the  care  of  probation  officers. 

The  state  police,  especially  charged  with  the  enforcement  of 
the  liquor  laws,  are  a great  help  to  better  conditions.  Approxi- 
mately 2,200  saloons  are  now  in  operation  in  Connecticut. 

The  General  Assembly  of  1915  enacted  a law  governing  the 
sale  of  liquor  in  clubs  and  several  other  minor  amendments  to 
the  anti-liquor  laws  were  enacted.  A state  farm  for  drunkards 
was  established,  and  a law  was  enacted  raising  the  liquor  license 
fees.  A bill  calling  for  the  submission  of  a state  Prohibition 
amendment  had  strong  support  but  was  not  successful. 

A Prohibition  law  was  passed  in  Connecticut  in  1854,  but 
it  was  repestled  in  1872. 

In  1892  the  number  of  no-license  towns  in  Connecticut  was 
88.  The  number  of  license  towns  was  80.  In  1902  the  number 
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of  no-license  towns  was  93  and  the  number  of  license  towns  75. 
In  1909  there  were  97  no-license  towns  and  71  license  towns. 
During  that  year  the  Legislature  enacted  a law  limiting  the 
number  of  licenses  to  one  for  500  of  the  population  and  forbid- 
ding any  retail  saloonkeeper  from  selling  or  delivering  liquors 
in  any  town  except  where  his  license  is  held.  This  law  also  fixed 
the  hour  of  closing  the  saloons  at  10  p.  m.  with  certain  privileges 
of  extension  by  local  authorities. 

In  1911,  95  towns  were  under  no-license  and  73  granted  li- 
censes. In  1912,  the  number  of  saloons  had  increased  to  approxi- 
mately 2,120.  In  1914,  87  towns  were  under  no-license  while  81 
granted  licenses,  and  in  the  fall  election  of  1914  the  population 
living  in  no-license  was  increased  by  about  13,000.  In  1915,  there 
were  79  towns  under  license  and  88  towns  under  no-license. 


Names  and  Population  of  All  No- License  Cities  of  5,000  Popula- 
tion But  Less  Than  10,000 
Groton  6,495  Plainfield  6,719 


Names  and  Populati 


Pop 

Bethel  3,792 

Canton  2,732 

Essex  2,745 

Glastonbury  ..4,796 

Griswold  4,233 

Guilford  3,001 


n of  All  No- License 
lation  But  Less  Than 

Montville  2,804 

New  Canaan  ..3,667 
Ridgefield  ....3,118 

Salisbury  3,522 

Simsbury 2,537 


/lunicipalities  of  1,000 
5,000 

Thompson  4,804, 

Waterford  ....3,097 
Watertown  ...3,850 
West  Hartford  4,808 
Wethersfield..  3,148 


DELAWARE 

Area,  1,965  sq.  miles.  Area  under  no-license,  1,650  sq.  miles 

Population  (1910),  202,322.  Population  under  no-license,  80,000 

Population  (estimated,  1915)  211,598 

Urban  population,  97,085.  Rural  population,  105,237 

Per  cent  urban  population,  48.0.  Per  cent  rural  population,  52.0 

Density  of  population  per  square  mile.... 103 

Foreign-born  population,  17,492.  Per  cent  foreign-born,  8.6 

Native  whites  of  foreign  or  mixed  parentage,  25,873.  Per  cent,  12.8 
Negro  population,  31,181.  Per  cent,  15.4 

Illiterate  persons  10  years  of  age  and  over,  13,240.  Per  cent,  8.1 
Illiterate  males  of  voting  age,  6,272.  Percent,  10.1 

Total  number  of  families,  44,951.  Number  persons  to  a family,  4.5 
Families  owning  homes,  17,794.  Per  cent,  39.6 

Families  renting  homes,  27,157.  Per  cent,  60.4 

Children  of  school  age,  53,615.  Number  pupils  enrolled,  35,950 

Persons  aged  15  to  20  years  attending  school,  7,047.  Per  cent,  30.1 
Number  church  communicants,  71,251.  Per  cent  of  population,  35.2 

Average  number  of  wage  earners  employed... * 22,155 

Number  paupers  in  almshouses  per  100,000  population 180.9 

Number  insane  in  hospitals  per  100,000  population.. 218.0 

Number  blind  in  asylums  per  100,000  population 64.7 

Number  state  prisoners  per  100,000  population 143.3 

Number  persons  holding  federal  retail  liquor  tax  receipts  (in- 
cluding drug  stores  and  all  other  places  retailing  liquors) . .283 

Number  druggists  108 

Number  breweries  (1916),  4.  Number  distilleries  1916),  None 
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Fermented  liquors  produced  in  1916  (barrels) 132,530 

Distilled  spirits  produced  in  1916  (gallons) None 

Distilled  spirits  rectified  in  1916  (gallons). 170,590.5 

Bushels  grain  used  in  distilling,  1916 None 

Gallons  of  other  materials  used  in  distilling,  1916 None 

Number  dry  counties,  2.  Population  dry  counties,  79,134 

Number  dry  cities  of  100,000  population  or  more,  None.  Pop.,  None 
Number  dry  cities  of  25,000  population  or  more,  but  less  than 

100.000,  None.  Population i . * None 

Number  dry  cities  of  10,000  population  or  more,  but  less  than 

25.000,  None.  Population  None 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  5,000  population  or  more,  but 

less  than  10,000,  None.  Population  None 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  1,000  population  or  more,  but 

less  than  5,000,  8.  Population 17,207 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  less  than  1,000  population 30 

Population  10,555 

Area  under  no-license,  1,650  sq.  miles.  84.1  per  cent. 


license,  315  sq.  miles.  15.9  per  cent. 
Populationunderno-license,  80,000.  39.2  per  cent. 

Populationunderlicense^ cent. 

The  state  of  Delaware  consists  of  three  counties  and  the  city 
of  Wilmington.  Kent  and  Sussex  counties  are  under  no-license 
by  virtue  of  a vote  of  the  people  in  each  of  those  counties,  which 
vote  was  taken  in  1907,  under  the  provisions  of  a special  local 
option  law  enacted  by  the  Legislature,  which  law  provided  for  a 
vote  on  the  liquor  question  by  counties  in  each  of  the  three  coun- 
ties of  the  state.  At  this  same  election  Newcastle  county  voted 
to  retain  the  saloons.  The  city  of  Wilmington,  which  is  sur- 
rounded by  Newcastle  county  but  which  is  reckoned  as  a separate 
unit  is  also  under  license,  most  of  the  saloons  in  the  entire  state 
being  located  in  that  city. 

In  1909  the  Legislature  passed  a law  providing  for  resub- 
mission of  the  license  question  to  a vote  of  the  people  of  New- 
castle county.  This  vote  was  taken  on  November  8,  1910,  with 
the  result  that  the  county  remained  wet  by  a majority  of  748. 

Several  smaller  minor  subdivisions  of  rural  Newcastle  county 
are  under  Prohibition.  Taking  the  state  as  a whole,  30  munici- 
palities and  23  hundreds  have  abolished  the  saloon. 

Approximately  200  saloons  are  in  operation  in  the  state.  The 
great  majority  of  these  are  in  the  city  of  Wilmington,  there  being 
only  a comparative  few  in  the  wet  sections  of  rural  Newcastle 
county. 

On  February  13,  1917,  the  House  of  Representatives  passed 
the  Loose  Anti-Liquor  Shipment  bill,  and  on  February  21  the 
same  measure  was  passed  by  the  Senate.  The  Governor  signed 
the  measure  on  February  27,  thus  putting  the  law  into  immediate 
effect. 


Under  this  new  law,  carriers  are  not  permitted  to  ship  in- 
toxicating liquors  into  the  dry  counties  of  Delaware.  An  excep- 
tion is  made,  however,  in  the  case  of  passengers  on  common 
carriers  whose  personal  baggage  or  parcels  for  private  use  must 
not  include  more  than  one  quart  of  spirituous  or  more  than  one 
dozen  bottles  of  malt  liquors.  Additional  exceptions  are  made  in 
the  case  of  sacramental  or  medicinal  liquors  and  also  in  the  case 
of  shipments  of  liquors  in  continuous  transit  where  its  sale  is 
not  prohibited  by  law. 

The  vote  in  the  House  of  Representatives  on  this  bill  was 
27  to  5,  while  the  vote  in  the  Senate  was  13  to  3. 

This  law  provides  that  anyone  using  an  automobile  or  other 
conveyance  for  the  unlawful  transporting  of  intoxicating  liquors 
into  dry  territory  shall  be  punished  by  confiscation  of  the  auto- 
mobile or  other  conveyance  and  the  sale  of  the  same  for  the 
county  road  fund;  it  also  contains  an  anti-advertising  clause 
which  brings  Kent  and  Sussex  counties  under  the  “bone-dry” 
amendment  of  the  postal  laws. 

The  Bottle  law,  which  gave  taverns  and  inns  the  privilege  of 
selling  bottled  goods  in  quantities  up  to  one  quart  to  be  drunk 
off  the  premises,  was  repealed  by  the  1917  Legislature. 

In  1911,  the  Legislature  passed  a law  known  as  the  Druggists’ 
Prescription  law,  having  for  its  purpose  the  regulation  of  liquor 
selling  in  drug  stores.  The  effect  of  this  measure  has  been  to 
largely  decrease  the  sale  of  liquor  by  druggists,  as  it  requires  a 
prescription  from  a reputable  physician  before  any  druggist  can 
dispense  liquor,  and  the  physician  is  required  to  keep  a dupli- 
cate of  all  prescriptions  for  liquor,  said  prescription  to  become 
a public  document  after  being  filled  by  the  druggist. 

The  Legislature  of  1913  enacted  a measure  known  as  the 
Hazel  law,  having  for  its  purpose  the  prevention  of  liquor  ship- 
ments into  the  dry  territory  of  Delaware.  This  law  forbade  the 
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shipment  of  liquors  into  dry  territory  by  dealers  either  in  the 
state  of  Delaware  or  outside  of  Delaware.  A test  case  carried 
to  the  Supreme  Court  of  Delaware  resulted  in  the  declaration  by 
that  court  that  the  Hazel  law  insofar  as  it  applied  to  liquor 
shipments  from  outside  the  state  was  unconstitutional,  thereby 
creating  an  anomalous  situation  in  that  dealers  in  the  state  could 
not  ship  into  dry  territory  while  dealers  without  the  state  could 
ship  into  dry  territory. 

The  Legislature  of  1915  repealed  the  Hazel  anti-shipping  law, 
largely  through  the  disaffection  of  two  legislators  elected  by  the 
temperance  forces.  Later,  an  effort  was  made  to  re-enact  this 
law,  or  a similar  one,  but  the  effort  was  not  successful. 

There  will  be  a special  no-license  election  in  Wilmington  and 
Rural  New  Castle  county,  the  remaining  wet  units  of  the  state, 
on  November  6,  1917.  If  these  units  should  vote  dry,  it  would 
place  Delaware  among  the  dry  states.  Brandywine  Hundred  in 
New  Castle  county  has  been  made  dry  by  the  refusal  of  the  court 
to  renew  the  license  of  the  only  saloon  in  the  hundred. 

Names  and  Population  of  All  No-License  Counties 


Kent  

..32,721 

Sussex  46,413 

Names  and 

Population  of  All  No- 

License 

Municipalities  of 

1,000 

Population  But  Less  Than 

i 5,000 

Dover  

...3,720 

Laurel  .... 

....2,166 

Seaford  

.2,108 

Georgetown 

..  .1,609 

Lewes 

,...2,158 

Smyrna  

.1,343 

Harrington 

...1,500 

Milford  . . . 

....2,603 

Names  and 

Population  of  All  No- 

License 

Municipalities  of 

Less 

Than  1,000  Population 

Bethany  Beach.  56 

Elsmere  . . . 

. ...  374 

Marshallton  . . 

Bethel  

370 

Farmington 

...  255 

Millsboro  . . . . 

.*  451 

Bowers  

. ...  212 

Felton  

....  451 

Millville  

..  193 

Bridgeville  . 

939 

Frankfort  . 

. ...  395 

Ocean  View... 

..  302 

Camden  . . . 

...  553 

Frederica  . . 

...  659 

Rehoboth  .... 

. 327 

Cheswold  . . 

...  223 

Greenwood 

. ...  362 

Roxana  

. 155 

Clayton  . . . 

. ...  764 

Kenton  .... 

....  209 

Selbyville  . . . . 

. 342 

Dagsboro  . . 

...  176 

Leipsic 

. . ..  271 

St.  Georges  . . 

. 264 

Delmar  . . . . 

...  530 

Little  Creek 

:....  285 

Townsend  . . . . 

. 494 

Ellen  dale  . . 

....  216 

Magnolia  . 

210 

Wyoming  . . . . 

. 517 

DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA 

Area,  60  sq.  miles.  Area  under  no-license,  60  sq.  miles 

Population  (1910),  331,069.  Population  under  no-license,  331,069 

Population  (estimated,  1915)  ...» 358,679 

Urban  population,  331,069.  Rural  population,  None 

Per  cent  urban  population,  100.  Per  cent  rural  population,  None 

Density  of  population  per  square  mile 5,517.8 

Foreign-born  population,  24,902.  Per  cent  foreign-born,  7.5 

Native  whites  of  foreign  or  mixed  parentage,  45,066.  Per  cent,  13.6 
Negro  population,  94,446.  Per  cent,  28.5 

Illiterate  persons  10  years  of  age  and  over,  13,812.  Per  cent,  4.9 
Illiterate  males  of  voting  age,  5,082.  Per  cent,  4.9 

Total  number  of  families,  71,339.  Number  persons  to  a family,  4.6 
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Families  owning  homes,  17,375.  Per  cent,  24.3 

Families  renting  homes,  53,964.  Per  cent,  75.7 

Children  of  school  age,  71,842.  Number  pupils  enrolled,  55,774 

Persons  aged  15  to  20  years  attending  school,  12,084.  Per  cent,  35.0 
Number  church  communicants,  136,759.  Per  cent  of  population,  41.3 

Average  number  of  wage  earners  employed 8,877 

Number  paupers  in  almshouses  per  100,000  population 83.4 

Number  insane  in  hospitals  per  100,000  population 872.9 

Number  blind  in  asylums  per  100,000  population 67.4 

Number  state  prisoners  per  100,000  population 237.7 

Number  persons  holding  federal  retail  liquor  tax  receipts  (in- 
cluding drug  stores  and  all  other  places  retailing  liquors). 857 

Number  druggists  248 

Number  breweries  (1916),  4.  Number  distilleries  (1916),  1 

Fermented  liquors  produced  in  1916  (barrels) 122,285 

Distilled  spirits  produced  in  1916  (gallons)  1,664,389.3 

Distilled  spirits  rectified  in  1916  (gallons) 223,678.8 

Bushels  grain  used  in  distilling,  1916 259,264 

Gallons  of  other  materials  used  in  distilling,  1916 None 

Number  dry  counties,  None.  Population  dry  counties,  None 

Number  dry  cities  of  100,000  population  or  more,  1.  Pop.,  331,069 

Area  under  no-license,  60  sq.  miles.  100  per  cent. 

Area  under  license,  None. 

Population  under  no-license,  331,069.  100  per  cent. 

Population  under  license,  None. 

Under  the  provisions  of  the  Sheppard-Barkley  law  enacted 
by  the  Sixty-Fourth  Congress  in  the  closing  days  of  the  last 
session,  the  District  of  Columbia  will  be  under  Prohibition  after 
November  1,  1917. 

The  Prohibition  bill  for  the  District  of  Columbia  passed  the 
Senate  on  January  9,  1917,  by  a vote  of  55  to  32.  This  measure 
came  up  in  the  House  for  final  consideration  and  was  passed  in 
the  identical  form  in  which  it  had  passed  the  Senate,  by  a vote 
of  273  to  137. 

Heretofore  the  District  of  Columbia  has  been  under  the  pro- 
visions of  the  so-called  Jones-Works  Excise  law,  enacted  March 
4,  1913,  which  law  went  into  effect  November  1,  1914. 

It  limits  the  number  of  barroom  licenses  to  not  more  than  300. 
In  1886  there  were  1,384  licenses,  probably  the  largest  number  ever 
issued  in  the  District  for  any  one  year.  In  1893,  when  the  Anti- 
Saloon  League  began  work  in  the  District,  there  were  1,100 
licensed  liquor  places,  since  which  time  there  has  been  a steady 
and  somewhat  regular  decrease  year  by  year. 

In  1893,  there  was  one  license  for  every  218  of  the  population. 
At  the  present  time  there  is  one  barroom  license  for  every  1,315 
of  the  population. 

Under  the  Jones-Works  law,  saloons  are  prohibited  in  resi- 
dence districts  or  on  residence  streets. 

At  the  present  time,  and  until  the  prohibitory  law  goes  into 
effect,  licenses  (except  in  cases  of  hotels  and  clubs)  may  not  be 
granted  within  400  feet  of  a schoolhouse,  college  or  university, 
or  of  a house  of  religious  worship.  The  selling?  dispensing  or 
giving  away  of  intoxicating  liquors  is  prohibited  everywhere  on 
Sunday  and  on  Inauguration  Day.  A hotel  with  less  than  50 
bedrooms  for  guests  is  denied  a license.  The  possession  of  a 
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United  States  internal  revenue  special  tax  receipt  is  made  prima 
facie  evidence  of  the  sale  of  liquor.  Intoxication  on  the  streets 
or  other  public  places  is  made  an  offense,  as  is  the  drinking  of 
liquors  in  public  places. 

The  West  one-third  (nearly)  of  the  District  is  Prohibition 
territory  under  the  Jones-Works  law,  and  no  license  may  be 
granted  within  1,000  feet  of  the  Navy  Yard  and  the  Marine  Bar- 
racks properties,  or  within  1,000  feet  of  the  War  College  and 
Engineer  Barracks  properties,  nor  within  one  mile  of  the  Soldiers’ 
Home  property,  nor  within  one-half  mile  of  the  Home  for  the 
Aged  and  Infirm  and  the  Government  Hospital  for  the  Insane. 
Three-fourths  of  the  territory  of  the  District  is  now  dry. 

At  the  present  time  there  are  269  barrooms  in  the  District. 
Twenty-four  of  these  are  in  hotels,  37  have  restaurant  privileges, 
nine  are  in  clubs,  leaving  199  ordinary  saloons.  There  are  also 
88  wholesale  licenses,  making  a total  of  357  licensed  liquor  estab- 
lishments in  the  District  February  15,  1917. 

Barrooms  under  the  provisions  of  the  Jones-Works  law  are 
compelled  to  pay  a license  tax  of  $1,500.  The  wholesale  license 
tax  is  $800.  The  amount  of  taxes  from  these  two  sources  for  the 
license  year  1916-1917  is  $473,900. 
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Area,  54,861  sq.  miles.  Area  under  no-license,  52,500  sq.  miles 
Population  (1910),  752,619.  Population  under  no-license,  685,000 

Population  (estimated,  1915)  870,802 

Urban  population,  219,080.  Rural  population,  533,539 

Per  cent  urban  population,  29.1.  Per  cent  rural  population,  70.9 

Density  of  population  per  square  mile 13.7 

Foreign-born  population,  40,633.  Per  cent  foreign-born,  5.4 

Native  whites  of  foreign  or  mixed  parentage,  35,825.  Per  cent,  4.8 

Negro  population,  308,669.  Per  cent,  41.0 

Illiterate  persons  10  years  of  age  and  over,  77,816.  Per  cent,  13.8 

Illiterate  males  of  voting  age,  29,886.  Percent,  14.0 

Total  number  of  families,  171,422.  Number  persons  to  a family,  4.4 
Families  owning  homes,  72,027.  Per  cent,  42.0 

Families  renting  homes,  99,395.  Per  cent,  58.0 

Children  of  school  age,  189,477.  Number  pupils  enrolled,  148,089 
Persons  aged  15  to  20  years  attending  school,  28,152.  Per  cent,  30.8 
Number  church  communicants,  221,318.  Per  cent  of  population,  29.4 

Average  number  of  wage  earners  employed 55,608 

Number  paupers  in  almshouses  per  100,000  population 27.5 

Number  insane  in  hospitals  per  100,000  population 112.8 

Number  blind  in  asylums  per  100,000  population 53.4 

Number  state  prisoners  per  100,000  population 243.9 

Number  persons  holding  federal  retail  liquor  tax  receipts  (in- 
cluding drug  stores  and  all  other  places  retailing  liquors)..  940 

Number  druggists  564 

Number  breweries  (1916),  2.  Number  distilleries  (1916),  1 

Fermented  liquors  produced  in  1916  (barrels) 28,218 

Distilled  spirits  produced  in  1916  (gallons) 2,715.1 

Distilled  spirits  rectified  in  1916  (gallons).... 950,938.9 

Bushels  grain  used  in  distilling,  1916 864 

Gallons  of  other  materials  used  in  distilling,  1916 None 

Number  dry  counties,  44.  Population  dry  counties,  503,470 

Number  dry  cities  of  100,000  population  or  more,  None.  Pop.,  None 
Number  dry  cities  of  25,000  population  or  more,  but  less  than 

100.000,  None.  Population  None 

Number  dry  cities  of  10,000  population  or  more,  but  less  than 

25.000,  None.  Population  None 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  5,000  population  or  more,  but 

less  than  10,000,  4.  Population  21,704 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  1,000  population  or  more,  but 

less  than  5,000,  36.  Population  73,538 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  less  than  1,000  population 94 

Population  41,743 

Area  under  no-license.  52.500  sq.  miles.  95.7  per  cent. 

^rea  under  license,  2,361  sq.  miles.  4.3  per  cent. 

Pnnnlation  under  no-license.  685.000.  91.1  oer  cent. 

Population  under  license,  67,619.  8.9  per  cent. 


Florida  is  under  county  local  option.  Through  the  provisions 
of  this  law  44  out  of  the  52  counties  of  the  state  are  entirely 
dry.  The  saloons  in  the  eight  wet  counties  number  135,  and  are 
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located  in  ten  towns  and  cities.  The  license  fee  is  $1,000.  This 
local  option  law  was  incorporated  in  the  constitution  of  the  state 
in  1887. 

The  Legislature  of  1913  enacted  a very  drastic  anti-shipping 
and  blind  tiger  search  and  seizure  law,  the  operation  of  which 
has  greatly  decreased  the  illicit  shipment  of  liquor  within  the 
dry  territory  of  the  state. 

The  Legislature  of  1915  enacted  another  law  which  prohibits 
treating,  drinking  in  saloons,  free  lunches,  screens,  blinds,  tables 
and  chairs.  This  law  also  compels  the  closing  of  saloons  from 
6 o’clock  p.  m.  to  7 o’clock  a.  m. 

During  1915  two  new  counties  were  formed,  namely  Broward 
and  Okaloosa.  Both  counties  are  under  Prohibition.  Two  other 
counties,  Marion  and  Franklin,  changed  from  license  to  no- 
license during  1915. 

By  the  voting  dry  of  Marion  county  the  entire  central  part 
of  the  state  was  made  Prohibition  territory.  The  only  saloons 
in  operation  in  the  state  at  the  present  time  are  those  located 
along  the  Eastern  coast  and  those  on  the  Western  coast  along  the 
Gulf,  the  only  places  in  the  state  where  liquor  can  be  legally  sold 
being  Fernandina,  Jacksonville,  St.  Augustine,  West  Palm  Beach, 
Key  West,  Tampa,  St.  Petersburg,  Tarpon  Springs  and  Pensacola. 

The  issue  before  the  people  of  Florida  at  the  present  time 
is  state-wide  Prohibition.  The  prohibitory  amendment  submit- 
ted to  the  vote  of  the  people  in  November,  1910,  was  defeated  by 
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a majority  of  4,674.  This  defeat  was  largely  due  to  the  fact  that 
the  four  counties  containing  the  largest  negro  vote  gave  an 
aggregate  majority  of  almost  5,000  against  the  amendment. 


Names  and  Population  of  All  No-License  Counties 


Alachua 

. 34,305 

Hernando.. . . 

4,997 

Pasco 

7,502 

Baker 

4,805 

Holmes 

11,557 

Polk 

24,148 

Bay 

New 

Jackson 

29,821 

Putnam 

13,096 

Bradford . . . . 

14,090 

Jefferson. . . . 

17,210 

Pinellas 

New 

Brevard 

4,717 

Lake 

9,509 

Santa  Rosa.. 

14,897 

Broward . . . . 

. New 

Lee 

6,294 

Seminole. . . . 

New 

Calhoun. . . . , 

. 7,465 

Leon 

19,427 

St.  Lucie. . . . 

4,075 

Citrus 

. 6,731 

Levy 

10,361 

Sumter 

6,696 

Clay 

. 6,116 

Liberty 

4,700 

Suwanee 

18,603 

Columbia.. . . 

17,689 

Madison 

16,919 

Taylor 

7,103 

Dade 

. 11,933 

Manatee 

9,550 

Volusia 

16,510 

De  Soto 

. 14,200 

Marion 

26,941 

Wakulla 

4,802 

Franklin 

. 5,201 

Oklaloosee. .. 

New 

Walton 

16,460 

Gadsen 

22,198 

Orange 

19,107 

Washington. . 

16,403 

Hamilton. . . 

. 11,825 

Osceola 

5,507 

Names  and 

Population  of  All  No-License  Cities  of  5,000  Popula- 

tion  But  Less  than  10,000 

Gainesville 

...6,183 

Miami  

, .5,471 

Tallahassee  .. 

.5,018 

Lake  City  . 

...5,032 

Names  and 

Population  of  All  No-License  Municipalities  of 

: 1,000 

Population  But  Less  Than 

5,000 

Apalachicola  .3,065 

Port  Pierce  . 

..1,333 

Ocala  

..4,370 

Arcadia  . . . 

. . .1,736 

Grn.  Cove  Spgs. 1,319 

Orlando  

. .3,894 

Bartow  . . . , 

....2,662 

High  Springs 

.1,468 

Palatka  

. .3,779 

Bradentown 

. .1,886 

Jasper  

..1,730 

Perry  

...1,012 

Chipley  

...1,099 

Kissimmee  . 

..2,157 

Plant  City  . . 

,.2,481 

Clearwater 

...1,171 

Lakeland  . . . 

..3,719 

Punta  Gorda 

..1,012 

Dade  City  . 

...1,066 

Live  Oak  . . . 

..3,450 

Quincy  

...3,204 

Daytona  . . . 

....3,082 

Madison  .... 

. .1,560 

Sanford  

. .3,570 

DeFuniak  Spgs.2,017 

Marianna  . . . 

. .1,915 

S.  Jacksonville  1,147 

Dunellon  . . 

...1,227 

Monticello  . . 

. .1,829 

Starke  

..1,135 

Fort  Meade 

...1,165 

Mulberry  . . . 

..1,418 

Wauchula  . . . 

. .1,099 

Fort  Myers 

...2,463 

New  Smyrna 

.1,121 

White  Springs  1,177 

Names  and 

Population  of  All  No-License  Municipalities  of  Less 

Than  1,000  Population 

Alachua  . . . 

....  610 

Center  Hill . . 

..  299 

Eustis  

. . 910 

Anthony  . . 

442 

Citra  

...  394 

Federal  Point 

..  147 

Apopka  . . . 

. ...  410 

Cocoa  ....... 

. . 613 

Floral  City. . . 

, ..  488 

Archer  .... 

468 

Coleman  . . . . 

..  387 

Fort  White. . . 

..  329 

Bell 

243 

Crescent  . . . . 

..  677 

Goldsboro  . . . 

..  286 

Belle  view  . 

190 

Crystal  River..  663 

Graceville  . . . 

...  734 

Blountstown  ...  546 

Dania  

. ..  269 

Greensboro  . . 

..  175 

Bonifay  . . . 

922 

Daytona  Beach.  331 

Greenville  . . . 

...  751 

Bowling  Green.  422 

Deleon  

...  216 

Gretna  ...... 

...  201 

Branford  . . 

.....  262 

Dunedin  .... 

. ..  256 

Hampton  . . . . 

...  265 

Brooksville 

....  979 

Eatonville  . . 

. ..  108 

Hastings  . . . . 

..  399 

Carrabelle  . 

....  900 

Eau  Gallie.  . . 

...  329 

Havana  

...  432 

Cedar  Keys 

864 

Esto  

..  340 

Hawthorn  . . . 

..  324 
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Harnando 592 

Holly  Hill 207 

Interlachen  263 

Jennings 480 

Lake  Butler....  685 
Lake  Helen.  . . . 646 
Lake  Maitland.  157 

Lakewood  360 

Largo  291 

Laurel  Hill 316 

Lawtey  492 

Leesburg  991 

MacClenny  388 

Manatee 988 

Mayo  578 

Melbourne  ....  157 

Melrose  245 

Micanopy 613 

Milton  831. 


Montbrook 295 

Morriston 296 

Mount  Dora....  371 

Newberry  816 

Noma 806 

Oakland  211 

Orange  City 490 

Orange  Park 372 

Ormond 780 

Pablo  Beach...  249 
Palatka  Hghts.  367j 

Palmetto  773 

Panama  City...  422 

Pomona 301 

Reddick  498 

St.  Andrews  ....  675 
San  Antonio  ...  131 
San  Mateo  ....  110 


Sarasota 840 

Seabreeze 308 

Sneads  506 

Sopchoppy  ....  192 

Tavares  175 

Titusville 868 

Trenton  304 

Umatilla 283 

Waldo 540 

Webster  301 

Welaka  294 

Wellborfn 247 

West  Pompano.  269 

Wildwood 329 

Williston  371 

Winter  Garden.  351 

Winter  Park.  . . 570 

Zolfo  171 
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Area,  58,725  sq.  miles.  Area  under  no-license,  58,725  sq.  miles 
Population  (1910),  2,609,121.  Population  under  no-license,  2,609,121 

Population  (estimated,  1915)  2,816,289 

Urban  population,  538,650.  Rural  population,  2,070,471 

Per  cent  urban  population,  20.6.  Per  cent  rural  population,  79.4 

Density  of  population  per  square  mile  44.4 

Foreign-born  population,  15,477.  Per  cent  foreign-born,  0.6 

Native  whites  of  foreign  or  mixed  parentage,  25,672.  Per  cent,  1.0 
Negro  population,  1,176,987.  Per  cent,  45.1 

Illiterate  persons  10  years  of  age  and  over,  389,775.  Percent,  20.7 
Illiterate  males  of  voting  age,  141,541.  Percent,  22.8 

Total  number  of  families,  553,264.  Number  persons  to  a family,  4.7 
Families  owning  homes,  164,116.  Per  cent,  29.6 

Families  renting  homes,  389,148.  Percent,  70.4 

Children  of  school  age,  830,180.  Number  pupils  enrolled,  555,794 
Persons  aged  15  to  20  years  attending  school,  93,634.  Per  cent,  27.9 
No.  church  communicants,  1,029,037.  Per  cent  of  population,  39.4 

Average  number  of  wage  earners  employed. 104,461 

Number  paupers  in  almshouses  per  100,000  population 31.2 

Number  insane  in  hospitals  per  100,000  population ...120.0 

Number  blind  in  asylums  per  100,000  population 65.2 

Number  state  prisoners  per  100,000  population 191.4 

Number  persons  holding  federal  retail  liquor  tax  receipts  (in- 
cluding drug  stores  and  all  other  places  retailing  liquors) . 1,172 
Number  breweries  (1916),  4.  Number  distilleries  (1916),  None 

Fermented  liquors  produced  in  1916  (barrels) 80,387 

Distilled  spirits  produced  in  1916  (gallons) None 

Distilled  spirits  rectified  in  1916  (gallons) None 

Bushels  grain  used  in  distilling,  1916 None 

Gallons  of  other  materials  used  in  distilling,  1916 None 

Number  dry  counties,  152.  Population  dry  counties,  2,609,121 

Number  dry  cities  of  100,000  population  or  more,  1.  Pop..  154.839 

Number  dry  cities  of  25,000  population  or  more,  but  less  than 

100,000,  3.  Population  146,709 
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Number  dry  cities  of  10,000  population  or  more,  but  less  than 


25,000,  5.  Population  72,233 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  5,000  population  or  more,  but 

less  than  10,000,  14.  Population  112,017 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  1,000  population  or  more,  but 

less  than  5,000,  107.  Population  206,271 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  less  than  1,000  population 429 

Population  153,256 

Area  Under  no-license,  58,725  sq.  miles.  100  per  cent. 

Area  under  license,  None. 

Population  under  no-license,  2,609,121.  100  per  cent. 

Population  under  license.  None. 


Georgia  is  under  statutory  Prohibition,  the  law  having  been 
passed  by  the  .Legislature  in  1907  and  having  gone  into  effect 
January  1,  1908.  There  were  numerous  defects  in  this  law, 
which  opened  the  way  for  easy  violations,  as  a result  of  which 
the  Legislature  of  the  state  in  1908  enacted  a measure  licensing 
near  beer  and  locker  clubs,  thus  throwing  the  state  open  to 
wholesale  and  retail  sales  of  liquor  as  well  as  violations  of  the 
general  provisions  of  the  prohibitory  statute. 

In  several  of  the  cities  of  the  state  the  prohibitory  law  has 
been  constantly  violated  by  means  of  the  establishment  of  near 
beer  joints  which  under  the  1908  act  of  the  Legislature  were  per- 
mitted to  operate  However,  the  sale  of  near-beer  in  many  of 
these  places  was  a pretext,  while  the  sale  of  real  beer  was  being 
constantly  carried  on. 

The  liquor  interests  for  several  years  have  attempted  to 
secure  the  repeal  of  the  old  prohibitory  statute,  using  the  fact 
of  the  violation  of  the  law  in  the  state  as  an  argument  for  repeal. 

A measure  was  introduced  in  the  Legislature  of  1913  which 
was  intended  to  harmonize  with  the  Federal  anti-liquor  shipment 
law.  This  measure  was  intended  to  prohibit  shipment  of  liquor  for  il- 
legal purposes  within  the  state.  The  bill  was  passed  by  the  Senate  by 
a vote  of  more  than  five  to  one,  but  failed  of  passage  in  the  House. 

A special  session  of  the  Legislature  called  by  the  Governor 
in  the  fall  of  1915,  enacted  a law  which  is  calculated  to  effectively 
secure  the  enforcement  of  Prohibition  throughout  the  state.  Thi^ 
new  law  prohibits  the  sale  of  all  liquors  containing  any  portion 
whatsoever  of  alcohol.  It  prohibits,  moreover,  liquor  advertising, 
and  makes  it  unlawful  to  import  liquors  except  for  personal 
use.  This  law  went  into  effect  on  May  1,  1916. 

On  March  20,  1917,  the  Georgia  Legislature  met  upon  the  call 
of  Governor  Harris  in  special  session,  to  consider  a “bone-dry” 
bill  for  the  state.  On  March  28  a “bone-dry”  bill  barring  liquor 
from  the  state  except  for  medicinal,  mechanical  and  sacramental 
purposes,  was  passed  by  both  houses  of  the  Legislature,  after 
which  the  Legislature  adjourned.  The  bill  prohibits  the  pos- 
session of  liquor  even  for  personal  use.  It  is  effective  at  once. 

Georgia  was  the  first  of  the  Southern  states  to  adopt  Prohi- 
bition. Up  to  1907  the  state  was  operating  under  the  provisions 
of  the  county  local  option  law.  In  July,  1907,  when  the  Prohibi- 
tion bill  was  passed  by  the  Legislature,  125  of  the  146  counties 
in  the  state  were  dry.  In  addition  to  the  county  law  which  was 
in  operation  before  state-wide  Prohibition  was  adopted,  the 
statutes  of  Georgia  contained  another  provision  which  made  it 
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possible  for  a majority  of  the  adult  inhabitants  upon  petition  to 
banish  saloons  from  the  territory  within  three  miles  of  a school 
house  or  a church. 

The  vote  by  which  the  Prohibition  bill  was  adopted  in  1907 
indicates  something  of  the  Prohibition  sentiment  in  the  state  at 
that  time.  This  measure  passed  the  House  of  Representatives  by 
a vote  of  139  to  39,  and  was  adopted  in  the  Senate  by  a vote  of 
139  to  39,  and  was  adopted  in  the  Senate  by  a vote  of  34  to  7. 
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Area,  83,354  sq.  miles.  Area  under  no-license,  83,354  sq.  miles 

Population  (1910),  325,594.  Population  under  no-license,  325,594 

Population  (estimated,  1915)  411,996 

Urban  population,  69,898.  Rural  population,  255,696 

Per  cent  urban  population,  21.5.  Per  cent  rural  population,  78.5 

Density  of  population  per  square  mile 3.9 

Foreign-born  population,  42,578.  Per  cent  foreign-born,  13.1 

Native  whites  of  foreign  or  mixed  parentage,  75,195.  Per  cent,  23.1 
Negro  population,  651.  Per  cent,  0.2 

Illiterate  persons  10  years  of  age  and  over,  5,453.  Per  cent,  2.2 

Illiterate  males  of  voting  age,  3,416.  Per  cent,  3.1 

Total  number  of  families,  73,669.  Number  persons  to  a family,  4.4 
Families  owning  homes,  47,045.  Per  cent,  63.9 

Families  renting  homes,  26,624.  Per  cent,  36.1 

Children  of  school  age,  91,120.  Number  pupils  enrolled,  76,168 

Persons  aged  15  to  20  years  attending  school,  17,200.  Per  cent,  47.2 
Number  church  communicants,  74,578.  Per  cent  of  population,  22.9 

Average  number  of  wage  earners  employed 8,919 

Number  paupers  in  almshouses  per  100,000  population 29.8 

Number  insane  in  hospitals  per  100,000  population 119.2 

Number  blind  in  asylums  per  100,000  population 48.5 

Number  state  prisoners  per  100,000  population 88.1 

Number  persons  holding  federal  retail  liquor  tax  receipts  (in- 
cluding drug  stores  and  all  other  places  retailing  liquors). 342 

Number  druggists  239 

Number  breweries  (1916),  5.  Number  distilleries  (1916),  None 

Fermented  liquors  produced  in  1916  (barrels) 11,830 

Distilled  spirits  produced  in  1916  (gallons) None 

Distilled  spirits  rectified  in  1916  (gallons) None 

Bushels  grain  used  in  distilling,  1916 None 

Gallons  of  other  materials  used  in  distilling,  1916 None 

Number  dry  counties,  38.  Population  dry  counties,  325,594 

Number  dry  cities  of  100,000  population  or  more,  None.  Pop.,  None 
Number  dry  cities  of  25,000  population  or  more,  but  less  than 

100.000,  None.  Population  None 

Number  dry  cities  of  10,000  population  or  more,  but  less  than 

25.000,  1.  Population  ....; 17,358 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  5,000  population  or  more,  but 

less  than  10,000,  4.  Population 27,702 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  1,000  population  or  more,  but 

less  than  5,000,  26.  Population  53,434 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  less  than  1,000  population 69 

Population  29,745 
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Area  under  no-license,  83,354  sq.  miles.  100  per  cent. 

Area  under  license,  None. 

Population  under  no-license,  325,594.  100  per  cent. 

Population  under  license.  None. 

Idaho  is  now  under  constitutional  Prohibition.  The  Legisla- 
ture of  1915  passed  a state- wide  Prohibition  law  which  went  into 
effect  January  1,  1916,  and  also  submitted  to  the  voters  of  the 
state  a constitutional  amendment  which  was  voted  upon  in  No- 
vember, 1916.  The  result  of  the  vote  on  this  amendment  was 
90,576  for  the  measure,  to  35,456  against,  making  a dry  majority 
of  55,120,  or  about  three  to  one. 

Something  of  the  rapid  progress  in  the  development  of  Pro- 
hibition sentiment  in  Idaho  is  evidenced,  in  view  of  the  present 
Prohibition  regime,  by  the  fact  that  until  1907  there  was  not 
even  a Sunday  closing  law  on  the  statute  books  of  the  state  and 
the  liquor  traffic  seemed  to  hold  full  sway.  In  1907  a Sunday 
closing  law  was  enacted.  The  Legislature  of  1909  enacted  a 
county  option  law  and  the  first  vote  under  this  law  was  taken  in 
August,  1909.  Prior  to  that  date  the  only  dry  territory  in  the 
state  of  Idaho  consisted  of  the  Indian  reservations,  all  of  which 
were  dry  under  Federal  law. 

Between  1909  and  1915,  21  counties  of  the  state  voted  dry 
under  the  provisions  of  the  county  local  option  law,  and  only  nine 
voted  to  retain  the  saloons.  When  Prohibition  became  effective 
in  the  state  on  January  1,  1916,  less  than  200  saloons  remained  to 
be  closed;  all  others  having  been  abolished  under  the  provisions 
of  the  local  option  law. 

In  1911  the  Legislature  passed  a strong  search  and  seizure 
law  and  made  officers  criminally  liable  for  failing  to  do  their 
duty  in  enforcing  the  laws,  and  made  the  finding  of  liquor  prima 
facie  evidence  of  guilt.  In  1913  further  restrictions  were  placed 
upon  the  sale  of  liquor  in  drug  stores  and  in  1915  the  sale  of  all 
intoxicating  liquors,  except  pure  alcohol  for  scientific  and  me- 
chanical purposes,  was  made  unlawful  and  the  mere  possession 
of  any  other  intoxicating  liquor  was  made  a crime. 

The  constitutionality  of  the  illegal  possession  feature  of  the 
law  was  tested  in  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  state  and  the  law 
was  upheld  in  the  case  of  Etx  parte  Crane,  27  Idaho  671,  151  Pac. 
1006.  An  appeal  has  been  taken  in  this  case  to  the  Supreme 
Court  of  the  United  States,  but  it  is  thought  that  the  recent  de- 
cision by  that  tribunal,  upholding  a similar  provision  in  the  West 
Virginia  statute,  practically  disposes  of  the  Crane  case. 

The  1917  Legislature  passed  a law  empowering  the  Sheriff  or 
peace  officers  to  search  and  seize  without  warrant  and  to  con- 
fiscate “Any  satchel,  grip,  handbag,  suitcase,  trunk  or  other  re- 
ceptacle used  within  the  state  of  Idaho  with  the  knowledge  of 
the  owner  thereof  for  the  purpose  of  transporting  or  concealing 
intoxicating  liquors”  and  also  to  confiscate  upon  conviction  of 
the  owner  “Any  horse  or  horses  or  animals  of  any  kind,  wagon, 
truck,  automobile,  car,  boat  or  vehicle  of  any  kind,  excepting 
property  of  common  carriers,  used  within  the  State  of  Idaho  with 
the  knowledge  of  the  owner  or  owners  thereof  for  the  purpose 
of  transporting  intoxicating  liquors  in  violation  of  any  of  the 
provisions  of  the  laws  of  Idaho  relative  to  intoxicating  liquors.” 

A law  was  also  enacted  prohibiting  the  advertisement  of  in- 
toxicating liquors  for  sale  and  the  circulation  or  distribution  of 
any  circulars  or  price  lists  for  the  same. 
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IDAHO,  1909,  1911,  1915  AND  1917 


January  1,  1911 


January  1,  1915 


January  1,  1917 
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Area,  56,043  sq.  miles.  Area  under  no-license,  43,714  sq.  miles 

Population  (1910),  5,638,591.  Population  under  no-license,  2,400,000 

Population  (estimated,  1915)  6,069,519 

Urban  population,  3,476,929.  Rural  population,  2,161,662 

Per  cent  urban  population,  61.7.  Per  cent  rural  population,  38.3 

Density  of  population  per  square  mile 100.6 

Foreign-born  population,  1,205,314.  Per  cent  foreign-born,  21.4 
Native  whites  of  foreign  or  mixed  parentage,  1,723,847.  Per  cent,  30.6 
Negro  population,  109,049.  Per  cent,  1.9 

Illiterate  persons  10  years  of  age  and  over,  168,294.  Per  cent,  3.7 
Illiterate  males  of  voting  age,  79,433.  Per  cent,  4.6 

Total  number  of  families,  1,264,71 7.  Number  persons  to  a family,  4.5 
Families  owning  homes,  545,999.  Per  cent,  44.0 

Families  renting  homes,  718,718.  Per  cent,  56.0 

Children  of  school  age,  1,409,648.  Number  pupils  enrolled,  1,002,687 
Persons  aged  15  to  20  years  attending  school,  187,334.  Per  cent,  28.3 
No.  church  communicants,  2,077,197.  Per  cent  of  population,  36.8 

Average  number  of  wage  earners  employed T 506,943 

Number  paupers  in  almshouses  per  100,000  population 96.1 

Number  insane  in  hospitals  per  100,000  population 227.7 

Number  blind  in  asylums  per  100,000  population 52.8 

Number  state  prisoners  per  100,000  population ....90.6 

Number  persons  holding  federal  retail  liquor  tax  receipts,  (in- 
cluding drug  stores  and  all  other  places  retailing  liquors) . 21,795 

Number  druggists  3,121 

Number  breweries  (1916),  95.  Number  distilleries  (1916),  10 

Fermented  liquors  produced  in  1916  (barrels) 5,955,231 

Distilled  spirits  produced  in  1916  (gallons) 66,868,865.2 

Distilled  spirits  rectified  in  1916  (gallons) 11,827,916.4 

Bushels  grain  used  in  distilling,  1916 13,758,790 

Gallons  of  other  materials  used  in  distilling,  1916 2,620,451 

Number  dry  counties,  55.  Population  dry  counties,  1,373,500 

Number  dry  cities  of  100,000  population  or  more,  None.  Pop.,  None 
Number  dry  cities  of  25,000  population  or  more,  but  less 

than  100,000,  3.  Population  102,517 

Number  dry  cities  of  10,000  population  or  more,  but  less 

than  25,000,  10.  Population  174,002 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  5,000  population  or  more,  but 

less  than  10,000,  24.  Population 167,045 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  1,000  population  or  more,  but 

less  than  5,000,  203.  Population  449,419 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  less  than  1,000  population 554 

Population  •••'• 251,873 

Area  under  no-license  43,714  sq.  miles.  78.1  per  cent. 


Area  under  license,  12,329  sq.  miles. 


21.9  per  cent. 


Population  under  no-license,  2,400,000.  42.6  per  cent.. 


Population  under  license,  3,238.591.  57.4  per  cent. 
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Illinois  is  under  local  option.  The  law,  which  was  enacted  in 
1907,  provides  for  a vote  on  the  liquor  question  in  townships, 
villages  and  cities. 

As  a result  of  the  operations  of  the  local  option  law,  52  entire 
counties  are  wholly  dry,  49  counties  are  partly  dry  and  only  one 
county  in  the  state  is  all  wet.  Moreover,  of  the  1,430  towns  in 
the  state,  1,240  are  dry  while  only  190  are  wet. 

There  are  70  dry  county  seats  in  Illinois  and  seven  entirely 
dry  senatorial  districts.  The  24th  congressional  district  is  en- 
tirely under  Prohibition,  while  the  15th  and  19th  congressional 
districts  have  but  one  wet  town  each. 

In  the  Legislature  of  1917,  a bill  providing  for  a Prohibition 
referendum  was  presented,  which  was  favorably  reported  by  the 
Senate  temperance  committee,  and  on  February  20,  1917,  was 
passed  in  the  Senate  by  32  to  18.  At  this  writing,  it  awaits  action 
by  the  House. 

The  Illinois  Senate,  moreover,  on  February  8,  1917,  passed  the 
Swift  bill  establishing  a dry  zone  covering  a radius  of  five  miles 
around  the  United  States  Naval  Training  Station  at  Waukegan. 
This  bill  received  34  votes  in  the  Senate,  but  action  has  not  at 
this  writing  been  taken  by  the  House. 

In  the  Legislature  of  1911  three  new  laws  against  the  liquor 
traffic  were  passed.  The  most  important  of  these  was  the  one 
prohibiting  drinking  and  drunkenness  on  railroad  trains  and 
interurban  cars.  Another  establishes  a dry  zone  around  the 
Soldiers’  and  Sailors’  Home  at  Quincy.  The  third  prohibits 
intoxicating  liquor  in  any  form  or  quantity  to  be  sold,  used  or 
given  away  in  any  state  park  in  the  state  of  Illinois. 

In  the  Legislature  of  1913  the  liquor  people  tried  for  more 
vicious  legislation  than  ever  before.  Every  liquor  measure  was 
defeated.  A most  vicious  undertaking  was  the  effort  to  pass 
Senate  Bill  No.  501,  which  would  have  given  a monopoly  to  the 
owners  of  licenses,  most  of  whom  are  brewers  and  distillers,  as 
well  as  the  right  to  transfer,  creating  a perpetual  license.  This 
bill  was  presented  in  another  form  in  the  Legislature  of  1915. 
It  is  estimated  that  it  would  have  been  wTorth  more  than  $50,000,- 
000  to  the  liquor  interests  of  the  state. 

A four-mile  dry  zone  law  wTas  passed  in  1913,  making  it  im- 
possible for  saloons  to  be  located  within  four  miles  of  the  State 
University  of  Champaign  and  Urbana  where  5,000  students 
attend  school. 

The  woman  suffrage  law,  the  enactment  of  which  was  made 
possible  by  the  almost  unanimous  support  of  the  members  of 
the  Assembly  who  were  supported  by  the  Anti-Saloon  League, 
has  proved  to  be  a real  temperance  measure.  Under  this  law, 
women  can  vote  only  for  those  offices  not  mentioned  in  the  con- 
stitution, and  on  questions  of  public  policy.  They  can  vote  in 
local  option  elections,  but  may  not  vote  to  retain  the  statutory 
provision  that  gives  them  this  right  to  vote.  They  are  prevented 
from  voting  for  members  of  the  Legislature,  in  wffiose  hands  is 
entrusted  advance  temperance  legislation.  The  law  provides  for 
separate  ballot  boxes  for  the  women,  and  this  makes  it  possible 
to  know  just  how  the  women  vote  on  the  wet  and  dry  question. 
In  the  elections  held  since  the  passage  of  the  woman  suffrage  law, 
more  than  1,000  saloons  have  been  closed  because  of  the  major- 
ities in  the  women’s  ballot  boxes.  With  the  assistance  of  their 
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votes,  25  counties  have  abolished  the  saloon,  in  addition  to  the 
28  counties  which  were  dry  when  the  suffrage  law  was  passed. 
Fifty-three  of  the  102  counties  of  the  state  are  now  without 
saloons;  69  county  seats  are  dry;  92  counties  have  less  than  four 
places  still  retaining  the  saloons,  and  of  the  1,430  townships  in 
the  state,  1,235  are  dry. 

The  suffrage  law  has  contributed  to  law  enforcement  more 
than  any  other  one  factor.  Since  women  have  enjoyed  the  right 
to  vote  for  local  officials  there  has  been  a remarkable  improve- 
ment in  the  character  of  officials  elected  to  administer  the  gov- 
ernment of  the  cities. 

The  Forty-Ninth  General  Assembly,  which  convened  in  1915, 
defeated  the  efforts  of  the  wet  interests  of  the  state  to  repeal  the 
suffrage  law,  together  with  an  attempt  to  secure  a law  giving  to 
city  and  village  councils  of  the  state  the  right  of  home  rule, 
so-called,  on  the  liquor  question  and  other  moral  issues.  The 
lawless  element  has  naturally  drifted  from  the  dry  sections  of  the 
state  to  the  cities.  Such  a measure,  so  far  as  practical  purposes 
are  concerned,  would  repeal  every  state  law  governing  the 
activities  of  cities  and  villages,  and  this  would  be  done  under  the 
deceptive  name  of  “home  rule.” 

As  a result  of  the  growing  Prohibition  sentiment  throughout 
Illinois,  all  the  cities  in  the  state,  with  the  exception  of  Peoria, 
Rock  Island  and  Quincy,  have  closed  the  saloons  on  Sunday,  the 
great  city  of  Chicago  being  among  those  who  are  insisting  upon 
the  enforcement  of  the  Sunday  dosing  law.  Many  cities  in  the 
state  have  passed  rigid  anti-liquor  ordinances.  The  prosecution 
of  illicit  liquor  dealers  was  greatly  quickened  during  the  year 
1916,  large  amounts  having  been  collected  in  fines  for  the  viola- 
tion of  the  liquor  laws. 


Names  and  Population  of  All  No-License  Counties 


Boone 

15,481 

Hardin 

7,015 

Moultrie 

14,630 

Brown 

, 10,397 

Henderson. . . 

9,724 

Ogle 

27,864 

Champaign.., 

. 51,829 

Henry  

41,736 

Piatt 

16,376 

Christian. . . 

. 34,594 

Jasper 

18,157 

Pike 

28,622 

Clark 

, 23,517 

Jefferson 

29,111 

Pope 

11,215 

Clay. 

. 18,661 

Jersey 

13.954 

Richland 

15,970 

Coles 

. 34,517 

Johnson 

14,331 

Saline 

30,204 

Crawford . . . 

. 26,281 

Kendall 

10,777 

Schuyler 

14,852 

Cumberland. 

. 14,281 

Knox 

46,159 

Scott 

10,067 

Dekalb 

. 33,457 

Lawrence.. . . 

22,661 

Stark 

10,098 

Dewitt 

. 18,906 

McDonough. . 

26,887 

Stephenson. . 

36,821 

Douglas. . . . 

. 19,591 

McLean 

68,008 

Union 

21,856 

Edgar 

. 27,336 

Macon 

54,186 

Wabash 

14,913 

Edwards. . . . 

. 10,049 

Marion 

35,094 

Warren 

23,313 

Ford 

. 17,096 

Massac 

14,200 

Wayne 

25,697 

Fulton 

. 49,549 

Menard 

12,796 

White 

23,052 

Gallatin 

. 14,628 

Mercer 

19,723 

Williamson. . 

45.098 

Greene 

Hamilton..  . 

. 22,363 
. 18,227 

Morgan 

34,420 

Winnebago.. . 

63,153 

Names  and 

Population 
tion  or 

i of  All  No- License  Cities  of  25,000  Popula- 
More  But  Less  Than  100,000 

Decatur  . . . 

. .31,140 

Elgin  

.25,976 

Rockford  . . . 

,.45,401 
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Names  and  Population  of  All  No-License  Cities  of  10,000  Popula- 
tion But  Less  Than  25,000 


Canton  

10,453 

Galesburg  . . . 

22,089 

Oak  Park  ..  . .19,444 

Champaign  .. 

Evanston  

Freeport  

12,421 

24,978 

17,567 

Jacksonville  . 

Mattoon  

Moline  

15,326 

11,456 

24,199 

Waukegan  ..16,069 

Names  and  Population  of  All  No-License  Cities  of  5,000  Popula- 
tion But  Less  than  10,000 

Belvidere  

. .7,253 

Herrin 

, .6,861 

Mount  Carmel  6,934 

Berwyn 

..5,841 

Kewanee  . . . 

. .9,307 

Mount  Vernon 

8,007 

Carbondale  . , 

. .5,411 

LaGrange  . . . 

. .5,282 

Olney  

.5,011 

Centralia  . . . 

..9,680 

Litchfield  . . . 

. .5,971 

Paris  

.7,664 

Charleston  . . 

..5,884 

Macomb  

. .5,774 

Pontiac 

.6,090 

Clinton 

..5,165 

Marion  

. .7,093 

Sterling  

.7,647 

Dekalb 

. .8.102 

Maywood  .. . 

. .8,033 

Taylorville  . . . 

.5.446 

Dixon  

. .7,216 

Monmouth  .. 

. .9,128 

Urbana  

.8,245 

Names  and  Population  of  All  No-License  Municipalities  of 
Population  But  Less  Than  5,000 

1,000 

Abingdon  . . . 

..2,464 

Chrisman  . . . 

..1,193 

Greenfield  . . . 

.1,161 

Albion  

..1,281 

Christopher  . 

. .1,825 

Greenup  

.1,224 

Aledo  

..2,144 

Colchester  . . 

..1,445 

Greenville  . . . 

.3,178 

Altamont  . . . 

..1,328 

Crotty  

..1,005 

Griggsville  . . 

.1,262 

Anna  

..2,809 

Crystal  Lake 

.1,242 

Gross  Point  . 

.1,008 

Areola  

..2,100 

Cuba  

...2,019 

Harvard  

.3,008 

Arthur  

..1,080 

Dallas  City  . 

..1,288 

Highland  Park  4,209 

Ashland  .... 

. .1,096 

Delavan  . . . . 

..1,175 

Highwood  . . . 

.1,219 

Assumption  . 

, ..1,918 

Des  Plaines  . 

..2,348 

Hillsboro  . . . . 

.3,424 

Astoria  

..1,357 

Dorrisville  . . 

...1,184 

Hinsdale  ... . 

.2,451 

Athens  

..1,340 

Down’rs  Grove  2,601 

Homer  

.1,086 

Atlanta  

, ..1,367 

Dwight  

, ..2,156 

Hoopestown  . 

.4,698 

Auburn  . . . . , 

. ..1,814 

Earlville  . . . 

..1,059 

Jersey ville  ... 

..4,113 

Augusta  . . . . 

...1,146 

Effingham  . , 

...3,898 

Jonesboro  . . . 

.1,169 

Barrington  . 

..1,444 

El  Paso  . . . . 

. .1,470 

Keithsburg  . . 

,.1,515 

Barry  

. .1,647 

Eldorado  . . . 

. .3,366 

Knoxville  . . . 

.1,818 

Batavia  . . . . 

. .4,436 

Elmwood  . . , 

. ..1,390 

LaGrange  P’rk  1,131 

Bement 

. .1,530 

Equality  . . . 

...1,180 

LaHarpe  . . . . 

.1,349 

Benton  

..2,675 

Eureka  . . . . , 

. ..1,525 

Lake  Forest  . 

.3,349 

Bridgeport  .. 

..2,703 

Fairbury  . . . 

..2,505 

Lanark  

.1,175 

Brookfield  . . 

. .2,186 

Fairfield  . . . . 

. .2,479 

Lawrenceville 

3,235 

Brookport  . . 

. .1,443 

Farmer  City 

..1,603 

Lebanon  

.1,907 

Bushnell  . . . 

..2,619 

Farmington 

. .2,421 

Lena  

.1,168 

Cambridge  . 

...1,272 

Flora  

. ..2,704 

Leroy  ....... 

.1,702 

Camp  Point 

. .1,148 

Galva  

. ..2,498 

Lewistown  . . 

.2,312 

Cardiff  

..1,031 

Geneseo  . . . . 

. .3,199 

Lexington  . . . 

.1,318 

Carlinville  . 

...3,616 

Geneva  .... 

. ..2,451 

Libertyville  .. 

.1,724 

Carmi  

. .2,833 

Genoa  

. .1,257 

Lockport  . . . . 

..2,555 

Carp’nt’rsville  1,128 

Georgetown 

. .2,307 

Lovington  . . . 

.1,011 

Carrier  Mills 

..1,558 

Gibson  City 

. .2,086 

MoLeansboro 

.1,796 

Carrollton  . . 

, . .2,323 

Gilman  .... 

. ..1,305 

Manteno  .... 

..1,229 

Carterville  . 

...2,971 

Girard 

. .1,891 

Marengo  .... 

..1,936 

Carthage  . . . 

. ..2,373 

Glen  Ellyn  . 

. ..1,763 

Marissa  

.2,004 

Casey  

...2,157 

Golconda  . . 

. ..1,088 

Maroa  

.1,160 

Chats  worth 

..  .1,112 

Grafton  . . . . 

. .1,116 

Marseilles  ... 

..3,291 

Chenoa  . . . . 

. ..1,314 

Grayville  ... 

...1,940 

Milford  

.1,316 
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Mommence  .. 

.2,201 

Petersburg  . . , 

..2,587 

Stockton  

.1,096 

Monticello  . . . 

.1,981 

Pinckneyville 

.2,722 

Stonington  . . 

.1,118 

Morgan  Park 

.3,694 

Pittsfield  .... 

..2,095  ' 

Sullivan  . . . . 

.2,621 

Morrison  .... 

.2,410 

Plainfield  . . . 

.1,019 

Sumner 

.1,413 

Morrisonville 

.1,126 

Plano  

.1,627 

Sycamore  . . . 

.3,926 

Mounds  

.1,686 

Polo  

..1,828 

Toulon  

.1,208 

Mount  Carroll 

1,759 

Princeton  . . . 

..4,131 

Tower  Hill  . . 

.1,040 

Mount  Morris 

1,132 

Prophetstown 

1,083 

Yandalia  

.2,974 

Mt.  Sterling  . 

.1,986 

Rantoul  

.1,384 

Vermont 

.1,118 

Mt.  Pulaski.. 

.1,511 

Ridgway  . . . . 

.1,054 

Vienna  

.1,124 

Moweaqua  . . 

.1.513 

River  Forest 

.2,456 

Villa  Grove  . . 

.1,828 

Naperville  ... 

.3,449 

Riverside  .... 

.1,702 

Virden  

.4,000 

Neoga  

.1,074 

Riverton 

.1,911 

Virginia  

.1,501 

New  Baden  .. 

.1,372 

Robinson  .... 

.3,863 

Warren  

.1,331 

Newman  .... 

.1,264 

Rochelle  . . . . 

..2,732 

Warsaw  

.2,254 

Newton  

.2,108 

Rock  Falls  . . 

.2,657 

Washington  . 

.1,530 

Nokomis  . 

.1,872 

Roodhouse  . . 

..2,171 

Watseka  .... 

.2,476 

Normal  

.4,024 

Rossville  . . . . 

.1,422 

Waverly  

.1,538 

Norris  City  . . 

.1,055 

Rushville  . . . , 

..2,422 

Wenona 

.1,442 

Oakland  

.1,159 

St.  Anne  . . . . 

.1,065 

West  Chicago 

2,378 

Oblong  

.1,482 

St.  Elmo  . . . . 

.1,227 

W.  Frankfort 

2,111 

Odell  

.1,035 

St.  Francisville  1,391 

Wethersfield  . 

.1,593 

Odin  

.1,400 

Sandoval  . . . . 

..1,563 

Wheaton  .... 

.3,423 

Onarga  

.1,273 

Sandwich  . . . 

..2,557 

White  Hall  . . 

.2,854 

Oregon  

.2,180 

Sesser  

..1,292 

Willisville  . . . 

.1,082 

Palestine  .... 

.1,399 

Shawneetown 

.1,863 

Willmette  . . . 

.4,943 

Park  Ridge  . . 

.2,009 

Sheffield  .... 

..1,009 

Wilmington  . 

.1,450 

Pawnee  

.1,399 

Shelbyville  .. 

..3,590 

Winchester  . . 

.1,639 

Paxton  

.2,912 

Sheldon  

.1,143 

Winnetka  .... 

.3,168 

Pecatonia  . . . 

.1,022 

Silvis  

.1,163 

Wyoming  .... 

.1,506 

Peotone  

Percy  

.1,207 

.1,033 

Sorento  

Sparta  

.1,018 

.3,081 

Zion  

.4,789 

Names  and  Population  of  All  No-License  M 
Than  1,000  Population 

unicipalities  of 

Less 

Adeline  

. 155 

Ashton  

..  779 

Bentley  

. 89 

Akin 

..  200 

Atkinson  .... 

...  805 

Berlin 

..  251 

Albany  

. 618 

Atwood  

. . 659 

Bethany 

..  859 

Alexis  

..  829 

Ava  

..  780 

Biggsville  . . . . 

. 400 

Allenville  . . . . 

. 245 

Avon  

..  865 

Bingham 

. 191 

Allerton  

..  379 

Baalton 

. . 144 

Birds 

..  382 

Alma 

..  380 

Baldwin 

..  358 

Bishop  Hill  . . 

. 289 

Alpha  

..  358 

Barclay 

. . 252 

Blandinsville  . 

. 987 

Alto  Pass 

. 551 

Bardolph  . . . . 

..  285 

Bloomingdale 

..  462 

Altona  

. 528 

Bartlett 

. . 408 

Blue  Mound. . 

..  900 

Alvin  

. 319 

Basco  

..  255 

Bluffs 

..  766 

Andover 

..  222 

Batchtown  . . 

. . 300 

Bolton  

. 485 

Annawan  .... 

..  398 

Baylis 

..  385 

Bone  Gap 

. 517 

Apple  River.. 

..  581 

Beaverville  . . 

..  401 

Bowen  

..  606 

Arenzville  . . . 

..  518 

Beecher  

..  543 

Bradford 

..  770 

Argenta 

..  519 

Beecher  City. . 

. 355 

Brighton 

. 595 

Armington  . . . 

..  327 

Belknap  

..  404 

Brimfield  .... 

..  576 

Arrowsmith  . . 

. 366 

Belle  Prairie. 

. . 87 

Bristol 

. 394 

Ashkum 

..  416 

Belle  Rive. . . . 

, . 312 

Broadlands  . . , 

..  480 

Ashley 

. 913 

Belleflower  . . 

. . 394 

Broadwell  . . . . 

. 246 

Ashmore 

. 511 

Bellmont  . . . . 

..  550 

Brocton 

. 558 
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Brookside  

Broughton 470 

Browns  419 

Brownstown  ...  415 

Bryant  237 

Buckingham  ...  272 

Buckhart  

Buda 887 

Buffalo  475 

Bush  565 

Butler r...  233 

Byron  932 

Cabery  321 

Cable  360 

Camargo  323 

Campbell  Hill..  414 

Campus  241 

Cantrall  318 

Capron  562 

Carbon  Cliff. ...  366 

Catlin  952 

Cave  in  Rock..  306 

Cedarville 311 

Cerro  Gordo 876 

Chadwick 527 

Chandlerville  ..  884 

Channahon  208 

Chapin  552 

Chatham  666 

Chebanse 590 

Cherry  Valley..  433 
Chesterfield  . . . 364 

Cisco 379 

Cisne  373 

Cissna  Park 652 

Claremont 186 

Clarke  City 230 

Clay  City 837 

Clifton  634 

Coatsburg  262 

Cobden  988 

Coffeen 980 

Colfax  965 

Columbus 134 

Compton  387 

Cooksville  332 

Cordova 324 

Cornell  536 

Cortland  207 

Corvin  . 

Coulterville  ....  949 

Cowden 711 

Crainville 446 

Creal  Springs..  936 
Crescent  City..  341 


Creston  323 

Crossville 574 

Cutler  324 

Cypress  311 

Dahlgren  654 

Dakota  227 

Dalton  City 400 

Danforth  410 

Danvers  593 

Davis  352 

Dawson 620 

DeLand  503 

DeSoto  644 

Deer  Creek 332 

Deerfield 476 

Detroit  127 

Dewitt  220 

Dieterieh  493 

Dongola  702 

Donnellson  ....  405 

Donovan 346 

Dora  

Dorchester  ....  102 

Dorr  

Douglas  

Dover  181 

Durand  527 

E.  Galesburg...  753 

Easton  407 

Eddyville 145 

Edgewood  419 

Edinburg 918 

Edison  Park...  543 

El  Dara 195 

Elburn 613 

Eldred  241 

Elizabeth 703 

Elizabethtown..  633 

Elkhart  418 

Elkville  732 

Elliott 371 

Ellis  Grove 252 

Ellisville 218 

Elsah 267 

Elvaston 250 

Elwood 211 

Emden 411 

Elmington  ....  190 

Enfield  927 

Essex 342 

Ewing 317 

Exeter  201 

Fairmount 847 

Fairview 482 

Fancher 215 


Farina 774 

Farmersville  . . 533 

T ayette  

Ferris  299 

Fidelity  211 

Fieldon 227 

Fillmore 499 

Findlay  827 

Fisher  850 

Fithian 386 

Flagg  

Flanagan  590 

Flat  Rock 840 

Fordville  385 

Fordyce  392 

Forest  City 306 

Forrest 967 

Foreston 870 

Fosterburg  90 

Fount’n  Green. 

Franklin 69^6 

Franklin  Grove  572 

Galatia  745 

Gardner  946 

Garrett 290 

Gaskins  City...  685 

Gays 322 

Gilberts  268 

Gladstone 385 

Golden 579 

Golden  Gate 311 

Good  Hope 361 

Goreville  554 

Grand  Ridge...  403 
Grant  Park....  692 

Greenview 921 

Gridley 750 

Hainesville  ....  66 

Hamburg 335 

Hampshire  ....  697 

Hampton  348 

Hanover  650 

Hardin  654 

Hartland  

Hartsburg  ....i  350 

Hebron 644 

Henderson  ....  171 

Hennepin 451 

Henning  364 

Herrick  618 

Herscher  461 

Hettick  306 

Hey  worth  .....  681 

Hidalgo 190 

Hill  view 309 
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Hinckley  .... 

. . 661 

Hindsboro  . . . 

..  498 

Hopedale  . . . . 

..  586 

Hudson  

..  375 

Hull  

. 541 

Humboldt 

...  356 

Hume  

..  572 

Hurst  

..  345 

Hutsonville  . . 

..  722 

Illipolis  

. 849 

Ina 

..  484 

Indianola  . . . . 

..  365 

Industry  

. 580 

Ipava  

. 652 

Iroquois 

..  286 

Irving  

..  678 

Irvington  .... 

..  223 

Iuka  

..  364 

Ivesdale 

..  436 

Jeffersonville 

..  237 

Jewett  

. 366 

Johnsonville  . 

..  225 

Joppa  

. 734 

Joy  

. 516 

Jubilee  

Junction  

. 300 

Kampsville  . . , 

..  506 

Kane  

. 521 

Kansas  

. 945 

Kappa  

. 142 

Keensburg  . . . 

. 405 

Kempton  

. 269 

Kendall  

Kenilworth  . . . 

. 881 

Kenney  

. 570 

Kilbourne  .... 

. 424 

Kinderhook  . . . 

,.  371 

Kingston  

. 294 

Kinmundy  . . . . 

. 997 

Kinsman 

. 219 

Kirkland 

. 685 

Kirkwood  .... 

. 926 

LaMoille 

. 555 

LaPrairie  . . . . , 

, 187 

LaRose 

. 155 

Lafayette  . . . . 

. 287 

Lake  Bluff.  . . . 

. 726 

Lake  Villa 

. 342 

Latham 

. 438 

Leaf  River. . . . 

. 469 

Ledford 

. 599 

Lee  

, 303 

Leland 

. 545 

Lerna 

. 391 

Lima 

. 797 

Lisbon 

. 197 

Little  York. . . . 

. 358 

Loammi 

. 530 

Loda  

. 603 

Lombard 

. 883 

London  Mills.. 

. 555 

Long  Point. . . . 

. 239 

Longview  . . . . , 

. 257 

Loraine  

. 417 

Lostant  

, 458 

Louisville 

. 670 

Ludlow 

. 305 

Lyndon  

390 

Lynnville 

. 94 

McLean  , 

. 707 

Macedonia  . . . . 

285 

Mackinaw  . . . . 

. 725 

Macon  

683 

Magnolia  

. 368 

Mahomet  

. 565 

Makanda  

. 400 

Malden 

. 255 

Malta 

450 

Manchester  .... 

. 480 

Manlius  

218 

Mansfield 

. 681 

Maple  Park. . . . 

389 

Maquon 

472 

Martinton 

312 

Marysville  .... 

742 

Mason  

345 

Maunie 

512 

Mazon  

471 

Mechanicsburg. 

417 

Media  

226 

Medora 

444 

Melvin 

509 

Mendon  

640 

Meredosia  

951 

Metcalf  

449 

Middleton 

751 

Milan  

727 

Mill  Creek 

221 

Mill  Shoals 

700 

Milledgeville  . . 

630 

Millersburg  .... 

417 

Millington  

22*3 

Milton  

330 

Mineral  

349 

Minier  

690 

Minooka 

361 

Modesto  

298 

Montrose  

347 

Mount  Auburn. 

463 

Mount  Erie 299 

Mount  Zion 830 

Mulberry  Grove  716 

Muncie 251 

Murrayville  . . . 450 

Naples 457 

Nebo 520 

Neponset  542 

Newark 406 

New  Berlin 690 

New  Boston....  718 
New  Burnside..  369 
New  Canton. . . 473 
New  Douglas...  499 
New  Grand 

Chain 490 

New  Haven 514 

New  Holland...  387 

New  Salem 260 

Niantic 685 

Nilwood  401 

Noble  618 

Nora  251 

Norris 560 

North  Aurora..  352 
North  Crystal 

Lake  689 

Oak  Lawn 287 

Oakford  317 

Oakwood  423 

Oconee  293 

Ogden 428 

Ohio  527 

Old  Marissa 314 

Old  Ripley 146 

Olmsted  288 

Omaha  586 

Onedia  589 

Oquawka  907 

Ophir  

Orangeville  370 

Orion  655 

Orland  369 

Oswego  600 

Otterville 179 

Owaneco 365 

Palmer  404 

Palmyra 873 

Panola 108 

Rapineau 183 

Parkersburg  ...  238 

Patoka  676 

Pawpaw 709 

Payson 467 

Pearl 842 
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Pearl  City 485 

Perry 649 

Pesotum 376 

Phillipstown  ...  105 

Philo 562 

Pigeon  

Pingree  Grove..  135 

Piper  City 663 

Pittsburg 227 

Plainville 251 

Pleasant  Hill...  576 
Pleasant  Plains  625 

Plymouth 829 

Pocahontas 749 

Pontoosuc  285 

Poplar  Grove..  297 

Port  Byron 642 

Prairie  City 719 

Princeville 982 

Pulaski  592 

Raleigh 238 

Ramsey 769 

Rankin 858 

Ransom  370 

Rapids  City 143 

Reddick  288 

Redmon  240 

Reynolds  367 

Richland  

Richmond  554 

Richview  366 

Ridge  Farm 967 

Ridott 173 

Ripley 234 

Roberts 466 

Rochester 444 

Rock  City 122 

Rockefeller  ....  358 

Rockton  841 

Rockwood  140 

Rodgers  

Rome 233 

Romeoville 98 

Rose  Hill 229 

Roseville 882 

Rosiclare 609 

Round  Grove. . 

Royal  ton 357 

Russellville 257 

Sadorus  336 

Sailor  Springs..  388 
St.  Augustine  ..  187 

St.  David  915 

St.  Jacob 534 

Ste.  Marie 450 


San  Jose 446 

Sand  Ridge  . . . 

Sato  49 

Saunemin  357 

Say  brook 805 

Scales  Mound. . 388 
Schram  City. . . 516 

Sciota 160 

Scottville 301 

Seaton  326 

Secor  358 

Shabbona 594 

Shannon 633 

Sheridon 506 

Sherman  

Sherrard 906 

Shipman 392 

Shobonier  .....  306 

Shumway 291 

Sibley  '385 

Sidell  741 

Silver  Creek... 

Simpson  161 

Sims  399 

Smithboro  301 

Smithfield  389 

Somonauk 591 

South  Elgin 580 

Sparland  461 

Spillertown 249 

Spring  Bay  . . . 119 
Springerton  ...  418 

Stanford 525 

Steward  353 

Stewardson  ...  720 

Stoy  488 

Strasburg 526 

Strawn 277 

Stronghurst  . . . 762 

Swedona 97 

Symerton  .....  157 
Table  Grove. . ..  544 

Tallula  742 

Tamaroa  910 

Tampico  849 

Taylor  Springs  380 

Tennessee  274 

Thawville 318 

Thebes  717 

Thomasboro  ...  321 
Thompsonville.  573 

Thomson  487 

Tilden 774 

Time  158 

Tiskilwa 857 


Toledo  900 

Tolono 760 

Tonica 483 

Topeka  . . . .\ 130 

Towanda  404 

Tremont  782 

Ullin 670 

Varna  406 

Venedy 160 

Vergennes 342 

Vermilion 287 

Vernon  333 

Versailles 557 

Victoria  334 

Viola  760 

Waggoner  270 

Waldron  261 

Walnut 763 

Walshville 169 

Wapella  498 

Warrensburg  ..  504 

Washburn 777 

Wataga  444 

Waterman  398 

Watson  330 

Wayne  City....  620 
Waynesville  ...  546 

Weldon  621 

Wellington  295 

West  Brooklyn.  266 

West  Point 292 

West  Salem.  ...  725 

Western  Spgs. . . 905 

Westfield 927 

Wetaug 218 

Wheeler  225 

White  Ash 353 

Williamsfield  ..  480 
Williamsville  ..  600 
Willow  Hill....  444 

Windsor 987 

Winnebago  ....  415 

Winslow 426 

Winthrop 

Harbor  439 

Woodburn 175 

Woodhull 692 

Woodland  295 

Woodlawn 315 

Woodson  257 

Wyanet 872 

Xenia 634 

Yates  City 586 

York  169 

Yorkville  431 
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Area,  36,045  sq.  miles.  Area  under  no-license,  36,045  sq.  miles 
Population  (1910),  2,700,876.  Population  under  no-license  2,700,876 

Population  (estimated,  1915)  2,798,142 

Urban  population,  1,143,835.  Rural  population,  1,557,041 

Per  cent  urban  population,  42.4.  Per  cent  rural  population,  57.6 

Density  of  population  per  square  mile 74.9 

Foreign-born  population,  159,663.  Per  cent  foreign-born,  5.9 

Native  whites  of  foreign  or  mixed  parentage,  350,551.  Per  cent,  13.0 


Negro  population,  60,320.  Per  cent,  2.2 

Illiterate  persons  10  years  of  age  and  over,  66,213  Per  cent,  3.1 

Illiterate  males  of  voting  age,  33,583.  Per  cent,  4.1 

Total  number  of  families,  654,891.  Number  persons  to  a family,  4.1 
Families  owning  homes,  352,295.  Per  cent,  53.8 

Families  renting  homes,  302,596.  Per  cent,  46.2 

Children  of  school  age,  686,826.  Number  pupils  enrolled,  531,459 
Persons  aged  15  to  20  years  attending  school,  102,357.  Per  cent,  32.8 
Number  church  communicants,  938,405.  Per  cent  of  population,  34.7 

Average  number  of  wage  earners  employed 197,503 

Number  paupers  in  almshouses  per  100,000  population 115.3 

Number  insane  in  hospitals  per  100,000  population 167.6 

Number  blind  in  asylums  per  100,000  population 78.5 

Number  state  prisoners  per  100,000  population 106.3 

Number  persons  holding  federal  retail  liquor  tax  receipts  (in- 
cluding drug  stores  and  all  other  places  retailing  liquors). 6, 934 

Number  druggists  1,728 

Number  breweries  (1916),  35.  Number  distilleries  (1916),  19 

Fermented  liquors  produced  in  1916  (barrels) 1,436,099 

Distilled  spirits  produced  in  1916  (gallons) 51,108,395.3 

Distilled  spirits  rectified  in  1916  (gallons) 1,325,619.9 

Bushels  grain  used  in  distilling,  1916 10,923,064 

Gallons  of  other  materials  used  in  distilling,  1916 77,112 

Number  dry  counties,  92.  Population  dry  counties,  2,700,876 

Number  dry  cities  of  100,000  population  or  more,  1.  Pop.,  233,650 

Number  dry  cities  of  25,000  population  or  more,  but  less 

than  100,000,  4.  Population  245,421 

Number  dry  cities  of  10,000  population  or  more,  but  less 

than  25,000,  20.  Population  339,906 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  5,000  population  or  more,  but 

less  than  10,000,  26.  Population  183,790 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  1,000  population  or  more,  but 

less  than  5,000,  144.  Population  297,324 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  less  than  1,000  population 276 

Population  138,131 

Area  under  no-license,  36,045  sq.  miles.  100  per  cent. 

Area  under  license,  None. 

Population  under  no-license,  2,700,876.  100  per  cent. 

Population  under  license,  None. 
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Indiana  will  be  under  state-wide  Prohibition  after  April  1, 
1918.  The  state-wide  Prohibition  law  was  passed  by  the  General 
Assembly  in  February,  1917.  In  the  House  of  Representatives  the 
vote  in  favor  of  this  measure  was  70  to  28,  and  in  the  Senate  the 
vote  stood  38  to  11  for  its  passage.  The  main  provisions  of  the 
law  are  as  follows: 

The  manufacture,  sale,  gift,  advertisement  and  transportation  of  intoxi- 
cating liquor  is  prohibited  after  April  1,  1918. 

Intoxicating  liquor  is  defined  so  as  to  include  not  only  malt,  vinous  and 
spirituous  liquors,  but  also  all  medicines  whether  patented  or  not,  mixtures, 
extracts,  or  preparations  that  contain  alcohol  in  sufficient  quantities  that  they 
may  be  used  as  a beverage.  All  beverages  containing  so  much  as  one-half 
of  one  per  cent  of  alcohol  by  volume,  are  included  in  the  definition. 

The  law  is  made  to  apply  to  persons,  firms,  corporations,  associations, 
whether  incorporated,  or  unincorporated,  whether  acting  by  themselves  or  by 
a servant,  agent  or  employee.  This  provision  covers  clubs,  lodges  and  organi- 
zations of  every  character. 

Any  violation  of  the  law  shall  be  punishable  by  a fine  of  not  less  than 
$100,  nor  more  than  $500,  and  imprisonment  for  not  less  than  30  days,  nor 
more  than  six  months.  For  subsequent  offense,  the  fine  is  from  $200  to  $500 
and  imprisonment  for  60  days  to  six  months. 

Drug  Stores  May  Sell  Only  Pure  Grain  Alcohol 

The  above  prohibition  applies  to  drug  stores  with  the  exception  that 
they  may  sell  pure  grain  alcohol  for  medicinal  use  on  a physician’s  prescrip- 
tion. Drug  stores  may  not  lawfully  sell  whisky,  brandy,  cordial,  wine  or  any 
other  intoxicating  liquor,  except  pure  grain  alcohol. 

Druggists  wishing  to  sell  pure  grain  alcohol  must  first  take  out  a permit 
to  do  so  from  the  clerk  of  the  Circuit  Court  of  the  county  in  which  he  desires 
to  do  business.  He  must  file  with  the  clerk  the  location  of  his  place  of 
business ; the  fact  that  he  is  *a  registered  pharmacist  under  the  laws  of  the 
state;  that  he  is  lawfully  in  good  faith  engaged  personally  in  the  drug  busi- 
ness ; that  he  is  the  manager  of  such  business ; that  he  has  a stock  of  drugs 
exclusive  of  intoxicating  liquors  and  fixtures  to  the  value  of  at  least  $100, 
if  such  business  is  located  in  an  incorporated  city,  or  if  located  elsewhere, 
to  the  value  of  at  least  $500.  Applicant  shall  file  with  the  clerk  of  the  Circuit 
Court  a bond  in  the  penal  sum  of  $1,000,  conditioned  that  he  will  not  violate 
the  Prohibition  law.  Said  permit  shall  be  for  the  period  of  one  year. 

Any  Five  Voters  May  Bring  Action  Against  Pharmacists 

If  any  pharmacist  shall  violate  the  provisions  of  this  law  any  five  voters 
of  the  township  or  city  may  appeal  to  the  clerk  of  the  Circuit  Court  for  the 
cancellation  of  the  druggist’s  permit.  The  clerk  shall  issue  an  order  citing 
the  pharmacist  to  appear  before  the  Judge  of  the  Circuit  Court  or  the  State 
Board  of  Pharmacy.  If  the  pharmacist  is  found  guilty  of  violating  any  of  the 
provisions  of  the  law  or  is  in  the  habit  of  using  intoxicating  liquors  as  a 
beverage,  his  permit  shall  be  revoked  for  a period  of  two  years.  The  State 
Board  of  Pharmacy  shall  have  the  power  to  revoke  permits,  whether  a peti- 
tion to  that  effect  has  been  filed  or  not. 

Alcohol  on  Prescription 

A druggist  holding  a permit  may  sell  pure  grain  alcohol  upon  a doctor’s 
written  prescription.  Only  one  sale  may  be  made  on  each  prescription,  and 
for  not  more  than  one  quart.  Pharmacist  is  required  to  keep  prescriptions 
on  file  and  twice  each  year  file  the  same  with  the  clerk  of  the  Circuit  Court. 
Prescriptions  are  to  be  open  to  inspection  any  time  by  the  public. 

Any  registered  pharmacist  holding  a permit  may  sell  pure  grain  alcohol 
to  dentists,  dental  examiners,  or  graduate  veterinarians  for  mechanical  or 
scientific  purposes,  only  upon  the  written  application  by  persons  known  per- 
sonally to  the  druggist  and  known  by  him  not  to  be  a person  in  the  habit  of 
using  intoxicating  liquor.  Such  application  must  state  therein  the  purpose 
for  which  liquor  is  required  and  shall  contain  the  affidavit  of  the  person 
applying  that  all  statements  therein  contained  are  true. 
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Sacramental  Use  of  Wine 

The  law  provides  for  the  sale  of  wine  for  sacramental  purposes  to  author- 
ized officers  or  clergymen  of  any  regular  church. 

In  issuing  a prescription  for  pure  grain  alcohol,  the  physician  shall  give 
his  name  and  address,  the  name  and  quantity  of  liquor  prescribed,  the  name 
of  the  person  for  whom  prescribed,  the  date  of  the  issuance  of  the  prescrip- 
tion. A second  violation  of  these  provisions  by  a physician  shall  forfeit  his 
right  to  issue  prescriptions  for  the  sale  of  intoxicating  liquor. 

Rules  on  Shipment  of  Liquor 

After  April  2,  1918,  it  shall  be  unlawful  for  any  person  in  this  state  to 
receive  directly,  or  indirectly,  liquors  from  a common  or  other  carrier,  except 
by  a person  holding  a permit  to  receive  intoxicating  liquors,  excepting  also  to 
clergymen  using  wine  for  sacramental  purposes.  On  the  outside  of  all  such 
shipments  of  liquor  shall  be  printed  or  written  the  name  of  the  consignee 
with  his  address,  and  the  name  of  the  consignor  with  his  address,  the  kind 
and  quantity  of  liquor  in  such  package  to  be  written  in  the  English  language. 
Railroad  employees  are  required  to  keep  a separate  record  of  all  liquor  ship- 
mehts  which  shall  be  open  to  the  inspection  of  any  state,  county,  city,  town 
or  township  officer. 

Wholesale  druggists,  manufacturing  chemists  and  manufacturers  using 
pure  grain  alcohol  for  industrial  purposes,  or  any  public  hospital  may  secure 
pure  grain  alcohol  by  filing  with  the  clerk  of  the  Circuit  Court  a statement 
affirming  that  such  liquor  is  desired  for  legitimate  uses  and  is  not  to  be  used 
as  a beverage. 
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Liquor  in  Clubs  Prohibited 

The  right  of  any  club  or  association  to  keep  or  maintain  in  any  club 
house  or  other  place  intoxicating  liquor  for  use,  gift,  barter,  or  sale,  or  for 
the  purpose  of  distributing  or  division  among  members  of  said  club  or  asso- 
ciation, is  specifically  denied. 

Blind  Tigers  a Common  Nuisance 

Any  room,  house,  building,  place  or  structure  of  any  kind  where  intoxi- 
cating liquor  is  kept,  sold,  manufactured,  bartered  or  given  away,  in  violation 
of  this  law,  is  declared  a common  nuisance,  and  any  person  maintaining  such 
place  shall  be  fined  not  less  than  $100,  nor  more  than  $500,  and  imprisoned 
in  the  county  jail  for  not  less  than  30  days,  nor  more  than  six  months.  The 
state  shall  take  a lien  on  such  property  which  may  be  sold  to  pay  all  fines 
and  costs  assessed  against  the  occupant  of  such  building. 

An  action  may  be  maintained  in  the  name  of  the  state  to  abate  and  per- 
petually enjoin  such  nuisance,  and  upon  judgment  of  the  court  such  room, 
house,  building  or  structure  shall  be  closed  for  one  year  or  until  the  owner, 
lessee,  tenant  or  occupant  thereof  shall  give  bond  in  the  penal  sum  of  $1,000 
payable  to  the  state  and  conditioned  that  intoxicating  liquor  will  not  there- 
after be  manufactured,  sold,  bartered  or  given  away. 

Liquor  Advertising  Prohibited 

It  shall  be  unlawful  for  any  person,  association,  or  corporation,  either 
directly  or  indirectly,  to  advertise  intoxicating  liquor  in  any  newspaper,  peri- 
odical, circular,  hand-bill,  price  list,  or  on  any  signboard,  billboard,  bulletin 
board,  or  in  any  manner  whatsoever. 

Provisions  of  Present  Blind  Tiger  Law  Maintained 

All  the  provisions  of  the  present  blind  tiger  law  relating  to  the  search 
of  premises,  seizure  of  liquor,  the  destruction  thereof,  the  possession  of  federal 
tax  receipts,  the  possession  of  bottles,*  kegs,  etc.,  are  embodied  in  the  new 
law. 

Law  Enforcement  Sections 

The  law  empowers  any  citizen,  organization  or  association  to  employ  an 
attorney  to  assist  the  Prosecuting  Attorney  in  any  action  or  proceeding  under 
the  act. 

Such  attorney  shall  be  recognized  by  the  Prosecuting  Attorney  and  the 
court  as  Associate  Counsel  in  the  case  and  no  prosecution  shall  be  dismissed 
over  the  objection  of  such  Associate  Counsel. 

If  the  Prosecuting  Attorney  shall  be  unable  or  unwilling  to  enforce  the 
provisions  of  this  act,  the  Attorney  General  of  the  state  is  authorized  to 
appoint  a special  prosecutor  to  bring  action  in  the  name  of  the  state  against 
violators  of  the  law. 

If  any  state,  county,  township,  or  municipal  officer,  or  any  municipal 
police  shall  fail,  refuse,  or  neglect  to  discharge  any  duty  imposed  upon  him 
by  this  law,  he  shall  be  removed  from  office.  Such  removal  shall  be  made 
by  the  Circuit  Court.  Charges  against  such  officers  shall  be  reduced  to  writ- 
ing and  he  shall  appear  before  the  court  who  shall  hear  without  jury  the 
charges  and  upon  satisfactory  proof  shall  remove  such  officer  from  the  dis- 
charge of  the  duties  of  his  office. 

Question  of  Constitutionality 

If  any  provisions  or  section  of  this  act  shall  be  held  void  or  unconstitu- 
tional, all  other  provisions  and  all  other  sections  of  the  act  shall  continue  in 
full  force  and  effect. 

All  laws  or  parts  of  laws  in  conflict  with  this  act  are  repealed. 

When  this  law  goes  into  effect  on  April  2,  1918,  approximately 
3,500  saloons  in  the  state  of  Indiana  will  be  closed. 

Prior  to  the  enactment  of  the  state- wide  Prohibition  law,  the 
state  of  Indiana  was  under  local  option,  the  provisions  of  which 
law  will  continue  to  operate  until  the  prohibitory  law  goes  into 
effect.  The  local  option  law  provides  for  a vote  on  the  liquor 
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question  in  cities  and  townships.  Prior  to  1908  the  state  was 
under  the  remonstrance  law,  which  provided  for  the  abolishing 
of  saloons  in  townships  and  city  wards  by  the  remonstrance 
method. 

In  1908  a special  session  of  the  Legislature  enacted  a county 
local  option  law.  This  law  was  repealed  in  1911  by  the  law  which 
now  provides  for  voting  in  cities  and  townships. 

The  old  remonstrance  law,  however,  has  never  been  repealed 
so  that  any  township  in  Indiana  may  abolish  the  saloons  either 
under  the  provisions  of  the  remonstrance  law  or  under  the  pro- 
visions of  the  local  option  law. 

In  1903  there  were  only  two  dry  courities  in  the  state,  Hen- 
dricks and  Brown.  At  that  time,  moreover,  every  city  in  the 
state  was  wet  and  less  than  500,000  people  lived  in  dry  territory. 
At  the  present  time,  35  counties  are  entirely  dry  while  16  cities 
having  a population  of  5,000  or  more  are  in  the  no-license  column. 

There  are  94  cities  in  the  state,  of  which  number  38  are  dry, 
as  follows: — Angola,  Attica,  Auburn,  Bedford,  Bloomington, 
Bluffton,  Boonville,  Butler,  Columbia  City,  Crawfordsville,  Decatur, 
Delphi,  Frankfort,  Franklin,  Goshen,  Greencastle,  Greenfield,  Hart- 
ford City,  Jasonville,  Kokomo,  Lebanon,  Marion,  Martinsville, 
Mitchell,  Monticello,  Montpelier,  Noblesville,  Portland,  Princeton, 
Renselaer,  Rushville,  Sullivan,  Tipton,  Union  City,  Veedersburg, 
Vevay,  Wabash,  Winchester. 

There  are  also  about  360  incorporated  towns  in  the  state,  of 
which  number  at  least  300  are  without  a saloon.  The  townships 
of  the  state  number  1,015.  Of  this  number  850  are  dry.  The  fol- 
lowing are  the  dry  townships  in  wet  counties: 

Adams  County  — Blue  Creek,  French,  Hartford,  Jefferson, 
Kirkland,  Monroe,  St.  Mary’s,  Union,  Wabash,  Washington. 

Allen — Aboite,  Eel  River,  LaFayette,  Maumee,  Milan,  Mon- 
roe, Perry,  Pleasant,  Scipio,  Springfield. 

Bartholomew — Clay,  Clifty,  Flat  Rock,  German  Harrison, 
Haw  Creek.  Jackson,  Nineveh,  Ohio,  Rock  Creek,  Sand  Creek, 
Union,  Wayne. 

Cass — Adams,  Bethlehem,  Boone,  Clay,  Clinton,  Deer  Creek, 
Harrison,  Jackson,  Jefferson,  Miami,  Noble,  Tipton,  Washington. 

Clark — Bethlehem,  Carr,  Charlestown,  Monroe,  Oregon,  Owen, 
Union,  Utica,  Washington,  Wood. 

Clay — Cass,  Harrison,  Jackson,  Lewis,  Perry,  Posey,  Sugar 
Ridge,  Van  Buren,  Washington. 

Daviess — Barr,  Bogard,  Elmore,  Harrison,  Madison,  Reeve, 
Steele,  Van  Buren,  Veale. 

Dearborn — Caesar  Creek,  Clay,  Hogan,  Logan,  Manchester, 
Miller,  Sparta,  Washington,  York. 

Decatur — Adams,  Clay,  Clinton,  Fugit,  Jackson,  Sand  Creek. 

Dekalb — Butler,  Concord,  Fairfield,  Franklin,  Grant,  Jack- 
son,  Newville,  Richland,  Smithfield,  Stafford,  Troy,  Union, 
Wilmington. 

Dubois — Bainbridge,  Columbia,  Ferdinand,  Jefferson,  Madi- 
son, Patoka. 

Elkhart — Bango,  Benton,  Cleveland,  Clinton,  Harrison,  Jack- 
son,  Jefferson,  Locke,  Middlebury,  Olive,  Osolo,  Union,  Washing- 
ton, York. 
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Fayette — Columbia,  Fairview,  Harrison,  Jackson,  Jennings, 
Orange,  Posey,  Waterloo. 

Floyd — Franklin,  Georgetown,  Greenville. 

Fountain — Cain,  Davis,  Fulton,  Jackson,  Mill  Creek,  Rich- 
land, Shawnee,  Troy,  Wabash. 

Franklin — Bath,  Blooming  Grove,  Fairfield,  Metamora,  Posey, 
Springfield. 

Fulton — Aubbeenaubbee,  Henry,  Liberty,  New  Castle,  Rich- 
land, Union,  Wayne. 

Gibson  — Center,  Columbia,  Montgomery,  Patoka,  Union, 
Wabash,  Washington,  White  River. 

Grant — Center,  Fairmount,  Franklin,  Green,  Jefferson,  Lib- 
erty, Monroe,  Pleasant,  Richland,  Sims,  Van  Buren,  Washington. 

Greene — Beech  Creek,  Center,  Fairplay,  Grant,  Highland, 
Jackson,  Jefferson,  Richland,  Smith,  Stafford,  Taylor,  Washing- 
ton, Wright. 

Harrison — Blue  River,  Boone,  Harrison,  Heth,  Jackson,  Mor- 
gan, Scott,  Spencer,  Washington. 

Henry — Blue  River,  Dudley,  Franklin,  Fall  Creek,  Greens- 
boro. Harrison,  Jefferson,  Liberty,  Spiceland,  Stony  Creek,  Wayne. 

Huntington — Clear  Creek,  Dallas,  Jackson,  Jefferson,  Lan- 
caster, Polk.  Rock  Creek,  Salamonie,  Union,  Warren,  Wayne. 

Jackson — Brownstown,  Carr,  Driftwood,  Grassy  Fork,  Ham- 
ilton, Owen,  Redding,  Salt  Creek,  Vernon. 

Jasper — Barkley,  Carpenter,  Gillam,  Hanging  Grove,  Jordan, 
Kankakee,  Marion,  Milroy,  Newton,  Union,  Walker. 

Jay — Bear  Creek,  Green,  Jackson,  Jefferson,  Knox,  Madison, 
Noble,  Penn,  Pike,  Richland  (outside  of  Dunkirk),  Wayne. 

Jefferson — Graham,  Hanover,  Lancaster,  Milton,  Monroe, 
Republican,  Saludam,  Shelby,  Smyrna. 

Jennings  — Bigger,  Campbell,  Columbia,  Geneva,  Lovett, 
Marion,  Montgomery,  Sand  Creek,  Spencer. 

Knox — Busseron,  Decker,  Harrison,  Johnson,  Palmyra,  Steen, 
Vigo  (outside  of  Bicknell),  Washington,  Widner. 

Lake — Cedar  Creek,  Eagle  Creek,  West  Creek,  Winfield. 

Laporte — Clinton,  Dewey,  Galena,  Hanna,  Hudson,  Johnson, 
Noble,  Prairie,  Scipio,  Springfield,  Union,  Washington,  Wills. 

Madison — Boone,  Duck  Creek,  Fall  Creek,  Green,  Jackson, 
LaFayette,  Richland,  Slony  Creek,  Union,  Van  Buren. 

Marion — Decatur,  Franklin,  Lawrence,  Perry,  Pike,  Warren, 
LaFayette,  Washington,  Wayne. 

Marshall  — Bourbon,  Center  (outside  of  Plymouth),  Gre^n. 
Polk,  Tippecanoe,  Union,  Walnut,  West. 

Martin — Baker,  Brown,  Center,  Halbert,  Lost  River,  Mc- 
Cameron,  Mitchelltree,  Rutherford. 

Miami — Allen,  Butler,  Clay,  Deer  Creek,  Erie,  Harrison, 
Jackson,  Jefferson,  Perry,  Pipe  Creek,  Richland,  Union,  Wash- 
ington. 

Newton — Beaver,  Colfax,  Grant,  Iriquois,  Jackson,  Jefferson, 
Lake,  McClelland,  Washington. 

Noble  — Albion,  Elkhart,  Green,  Jefferson,  Noble,  Sparta, 
Swan,  Washington,  York. 

Ohio — Cass,  Pike,  Union. 

Orange — Greenfield,  Jackson,  Northeast,  Northwest,  Orange- 
ville, Orleans,  Paoli,  Southeast,  Stamper’s  Creek. 
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Parke  — Adams,  Green,  Howard,  Jackson,  Liberty,  Penn, 
Sugar  Creek,  Union,  Washington. 

Perry — Anderson,  Leopold,  Oil,  Tobin,  Union. 

Porter  — Boone,  Jackson,  Morgan,  Pine,  Portage,  Porter, 
Union,  Washington. 

Posey — Bethel,  Lynn,  Point,  Robb,  Smith. 

Ripley — Otter  Creek,  Washington. 

Shelby — Brandywine,  Hanover,  Hendricks,  Jackson,  Liberty, 
Marion,  Moral,  Sugar  Creek,  Union,  Van  Buren,  Washington. 

Spencer — Carter,  Clay,  Grass,  Hammond,  Jackson,  Luce. 

Starke — California,  Jackson,  North  Bend,  Washington. 

St.  Joseph — Center,  Clay,  German,  Green,  Harris,  Liberty, 
Penn  (outside  of  Mishawaka). 

Sullivan — Cass,  Curry,  Fairbanks,  Gill,  Haddon,  Hamilton, 
Jefferson,  Turman. 

Tippecanoe — Jackson,  Lauramie,  Perry,  Randolph,  Sheffield, 
Shelby,  Tippecanoe,  Union,  Wabash,  Washington,  Wayne,  Wea. 

Vermilion — Eugene,  Helt,  Highland,  Vermilion. 

Vigo — Fayette,  Honey  Creek,  Linton,  Pierson,  Prairie  Creek, 
Prairieton,  Riley. 

Warren — -Adams,  Jordan,  Kent,  Liberty,  Medina,  Mound, 
Pike,  Pine,  Prairie,  Steuben,  Warren. 

Warrick — Anderson,  Boone,  Campbell,  Hart,  Lane,  Owen, 
Pigeon,  Skelton. 

Wayne — Abington,  Boston,  Center,  Dalton,  Clay,  Franklin, 
Green,  Harrison,  Jefferson,  Newgarden,  Perry,  Washington, 
Webster. 

Whitley  — Cleveland,  Columbia,  Etna,  Jefferson,  Richland, 
Smith,  Thorncreek,  Troy,  Union. 

The  following  table  shows  the  successful  remonstrances 
against  saloons  in  Indiana  during  the  year  1916: 


Date 

Feb. 


Feb.  4 
Feb. 
April  16 

Sept. 

July 

August 


Place 

Princeton,  Gibson 


Woodburn,  Allen 
Rensselaer,  Jasper 
Marion,  Lawrence 

Starke,  California 
Montgomery,  Clark 
Grant,  Center 
Blackford,  Licking 
Perry,  Leopold 
Clark,  Washington 


Majority 

First,  28;  second,  34;  third, 
36;  fourth,  44.  Total,  142 — 
a gain  of  94  over  dry  major- 
ity of  two  years  ago. 


Six  hundred  signers;  642  votes 
cast  at  last  election. 


About  237  majority. 
About  237  majority. 


The  following  table  shows  the  result  of  the  local  option  elec- 
tions held  in  the  state  of  Indiana  during  the  year  1915: 
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Saloons 

Date 

Place 

Dry 

Wet  Majority 

Out  1 

March 

4 

Covington,  Fountain  county 

. 285 

311 

30  wet 

March 

4 

Veedersburg,  Fountain  county... 

258 

237 

21  dry 

4 

March 

23 

Dunkirk,  Jay  county 

319 

488 

169  wet 

March 

25 

Columbus,  Bartholomew  county.. 

929 

1,521 

592  wet 

March 

22 

Martinsville,  Morgan  county 

698 

614 

84  dry 

7 

March 

23 

Ligonier,  Noble  county 

289 

344 

55  wet 

March 

24 

Culver,  Union  township 

390 

318 

72  dry 

3 

March 

25 

Knox,  Center  township 

366 

452 

86  wet 

March 

26 

North  Bend, 

9 dry 

2 

March 

30 

Rushville,  Rush  county....*..... 

866 

688 

178  dry 

March 

30 

Mitchell,  Lawrence  county 

. 390 

284 

106  dry 

March 

30 

Marion  Twp.,  Lawrence  county.  . 

114  dry 

April 

29 

W orthington . . . r 

308 

260 

48  dry 

April 

26 

Elkhart,  Elkhart  county 

2,488 

2,596 

108  wet 

April 

27 

Attica,  Fountain  county 

578 

424 

144  dry 

9 

May 

3 

Goshen,  Elkhart  county 

1,377 

1,156 

221  dry 

11 

May 

3 

Jackson  Twp.,  Hamilton  county. 

815 

476 

339  dry 

May 

4 

Hartford  City,  Blackford  county. 

965 

764 

101  dry 

15 

May 

5 

Wabash 

1,152 

1,134 

18  dry 

May 

1 

Keener  Twp.,  Jasper  county 

32 

152 

120  wet 

May 

1 

Wheatfield  Twp.,  Jasper  county.. 

93 

150 

57  wet 

May 

2'4 

Rochester 

. 549 

581 

32  wet 

May 

25 

Plymouth 

581 

587 

6 wet 

May 

25 

Laurel  Twp.,  Franklin  county.  . . 

179 

130 

49  dry 

3 

May 

25 

Marion 

3,094 

2,365 

729  dry 

May 

28 

Curry  Twp.,  Sullivan  county...-. 

780 

538 

241  dry 

14 

May 

24 

Albion  Twp.,  Noble  county 

. 202 

155 

47  dry 

May 

24 

Swan  Twp.,  Noble  county 

245 

105 

141  dry 

May 

29 

Wabash  Twp.,  Jay  county 

. 123 

111 

12  dry 

1 

June 

1 

Boone  Twp.,  Cass  county 

354 

147 

207  dry 

June 

1 

Center  Twp.,  Hendricks  county. 

96  dry 

June 

29 

Kokomo,  Howard  county 

.2,918 

2,765 

153  dry 

July 

6 

Montpelier,  Blackford  county... 

. 358 

340 

18  dry 

8 

July 

6 

Gas  City,  Grant  county 

351 

359 

8 wet 

July 

2 

Washington  Twp.,  Morgan  Co... 

280 

140 

140  dry 

July 

27 

Hadden  Twp.,  Sullivan  county.. 

. 616 

278 

338  dry 

July 

28 

Union  Twp.,  St.  Joe  county.... 

209 

288 

79  wet 

August  3 

Grant  county,  Center  Twp 

526 

924 

398  wet 

August  27 

Lincoln  Twp.,  St.  Joe  county... 

. 231 

252 

21  wet 

Sept. 

1 

Westchester  Twp.,  Porter  county. 

. 330 

438 

108  wet 

Sept. 

29 

Clark  Twp.  (Ladoga) 

Montgomery  county 

. 348 

190 

158  dry 

Sept. 

30 

Cleveland  Twp.  (So.  Whitley) 

202  dry 

Oct. 

5 

Middle  Twp.  (Pittsboro) 

Henderson  county 

. 290 

104 

186  dry 

Oct. 

5 

Lincoln  Twp.  (Brownsburg) 

Henderson  county 

45  dry 

2 

Oct. 

2 

Harrison  Twp.  (Outside  of 

Montpelier)  Blackford  Co. . . . 

217 

133 

84  dry 

Oct. 

16 

Licking  Twp.  (Outside  H.  City) 

Blackford  county 

. 194 

59 

135  dry 

Oct. 

21 

Alexandria 

. 414 

810 

396  wet 

Nov. 

2 

Jasonville,  Wright  Twp. 

Greene  county 

124  dry 

Oct. 

15 

Robb  Twp.,  Poseyville 

48  dry 

Oct. 

29 

Monon,  White  county 

. 437 

150 

287  dry 

Nov. 

4 

Otter  Creek  Twp.,  Vigo  county. 

6 dry 

7 

Nov. 

4 

Noblesville,  Hamilton  county.... 

237  dry 

Nov. 

22 

Bedford 

. 1,343 

723 

620  dry 

Nov. 

29 

Kendallville 

23  wet 

IOWA  123 

During  the  year  1916  the  following  changes  from  dry  to  wet 
resulted  from  local  option  elections: 

Muncie,  wet  majority  of  55,  reopened  26  saloons. 

Greensburg,  wet  majority  of  178,  reopened  seven  saloons. 

Total  number  of  saloons  opened,  33. 

During  the  year  the  following  changes  from  wet  to  dry  re- 
sulted from  local  option  elections  and  remonstrances: 

First  ward,  Indianapolis,  by  remonstrance,  529  majority,  39 
saloons  closed. 

Fourth  ward,  Indianapolis,  by  remonstrance,  541  majority,  46 
saloons  closed. 

Jackson  township,  Sullivan  county,  including  town  of  Hy- 
mera,  by  remonstrance,  212  majority,  nine  saloons  closed. 

Columbia  City,  94  majority,  five  saloons  closed. 

Boonville,  54  majority,  seven  saloons  closed. 

Greenfield,  41  majority,  five  saloons  closed. 

Total  number  saloons  closed  during  year,  111. 

The  following  cities  voted  dry  on  the  face  of  election  returns, 
but  were  declared  w’et  by  the  courts: 

Elwood,  21  majority,  13  saloons. 

Washington,  nine  majority,  nine  saloons. 

Bicknell,  three  majority,  seven  saloons. 
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Area,  55,586  sq.  miles.  Area  under  no-license,  55,586  sq.  miles 

Population  (1910),  2,224,771.  Population  under  no-license,  2,224,771 

Population  (estimated,  1915)  2,221,038 

Urban  population,  680,054.  Rural  population,  1,544,117 

Per  cent  urban  population,  30.6.  Per  cent  rural  population,  69.4 

Density  of  population  per  square  mile 40 

Foreign-born  population,  273,765.  Per  cent  foreign-born,  12.3 

Native  whites  of  foreign  or  mixed  parentage,  632,181.  Per  cent,  28.4 

Negro  population,  14,973.  Percent,  0.7 

Illiterate  persons  10  years  of  age  and  over,  29,889.  Per  cent,  1.7 

Illiterate  males  of  voting  age,  14,204.  Per  cent,  2.1 

Total  number  of  families,  512,515.  Number  persons  to  a family,  4.3 
Families  owning  homes,  292,951.  Percent,  57.1 

Families  renting  homes,  219,564.  Per  cent,  42.9 

Children  of  school  age,  634,060.  Number  pupils  enrolled,  510,661 
Persons  aged  15  to  20  years  attending  school,  102,773.  Per  cent,  38.0 
Number  church  communicants,  788,667.  Per  cent  of  population,  35.4 

Average  number  of  wage  earners  employed 63,113 

Number  paupers  in  Almshouses  per  100,000  population 80.0 

Number  insane  in  hospitals  per  100,000  population 241.7 

Number  blind  in  asylums  per  100,000  population 62.4 

Number  state  prisoners  per  100,000  population 60.9 

Number  persons  holding  federal  retail  liquor  tax  receipts  (in- 
cluding drug  stores  and  all  other  places  retailing  liquors) . 1,371 

Number  druggists  1,644 

Number  breweries  (1916),  16.  Number  distilleries  (1916),  None 

Fermented  liquors  produced  in  1916  (barrels)  210,498 

Distilled  spirits  produced  in  1916  (gallons)  None 

Distilled  spirits  rectified  in  1916  (gallons)  74,358.4 

Bushels  grain  used  in  distilling,  1916  None 

Gallons  of  other  materials  used  in  distilling,  1916 None 
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Number  dry  counties,  99.  Population  dry  counties,  2,224,771 

Number  dry  cities  of  100,000  population  or  more,  None.  Pop.,  None 
Number  dry  cities  of  25,000  population  or  more,  but  less 

than  100,000,  8.  Population  330,091 

Number  dry  cities  of  10,000  population  or  more,  but  less 

than  25,000,  9.  Population  137,107 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  5,000  population  or  more,  but 

less  than  10,000,  9.  Population  59,402 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  1,000  population  or  more,  but 

less  than  5,000,  157.  Population  325,324 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  less  than  1,000  population 652 

Population  265,264 

Area  under  no-license,  55,586  sq.  miles.  100  per  cent. 

Area  under  license,  None. 

Population  under  no-license,  2,224,771.  100  per  cent. 

Population  under  license,  None. 

Iowa  is  under  statutory  Prohibition  by  virtue  of  an  act  of  the 
Legislature  of  1915  which  repealed  the  Mulct  law,  thus  leaving  in 
full  force  the  old  prohibitory  statute  enacted  in  1884.  This  act 
became  operative  January  1,  1916.  The  Legislature  of  1915,  more- 
over, submitted  the  question  of  constitutional  Prohibition  to  a 
vote  of  the  people  to  be  taken  at  the  November  election  in  1917. 
Under  the  Iowa  constitution,  however,  it  was  necessary  that  the 
Legislature  of  1917  ratify  this  submission  before  the  amendment 
election  could  be  held.  The  ratification  measure  came  up  in  both 
houses  of  the  Legislature  in  January,  1917.  It  was  passed  by  the 
Senate  by  a vote  of  45  to  3,  and  was  passed  by  the  House  by  a 
vote  of  100  to  5.  The  date  for  the  special  election,  on  the  con- 
stitutional amendment,  was  fixed  as  October  15,  1917. 

The  Legislature  of  1917  also  enacted  a “bone-dry”  law,  which 
prohibits  interstate  shipments,  except  to  registered  pharmacists 
and  doctors.  The  place  of  delivery  was  declared  to  be  the  place 
of  sale.  Other  measures  were  enacted,  prohibiting  advertising 
and  soliciting  for  intoxicating  liquors,  and  strengthening  the 
search  and  seizure  law.  During  the  past  year  more  than  ten 
carloads  of  liquor  were  destroyed  in  Des  Moines. 

The  Mulct  law  provided  for  the  existence  of  saloons  in  coun- 
ties where  petitions  requesting  the  license  showed  the  valid  sig- 
natures of  65  per  cent  of  the  voters  who  voted  at  the  “last  general 
election”  and  in  cities  of  5,000  population  or  more  where  the 
special  petition  showed  the  valid  signatures  of  a majority  of 
such  voters.  In  cities  of  2,500  population  and  under  5,000  the 
law*  required  a petition  with  the  signatures  of  88  per  cent  of  the 
voters  in  order  to  make  liquor  selling  legal. 

The  Legislature  of  1907  enacted  the  “Five  Year  Limit  Law” 
by  which  the  temperance  people  were  enabled  to  defeat  the 
renewal  of  Mulct  petitions  in  15  counties  and  six  large  cities. 
This  does  not  take  into  account  the  numerous  petitions  appealed 
to  the  District  and  Supreme  Courts.  These  victories  reduced 
the  number  of  saloon  cities  and  towns  from  227  to  127,  and  the 
number  of  saloons  from  1,293  to  731. 

The  Legislature  of  1909  enacted  the  “Removal  Laws,”  affect- 
ing ALL  peace  officers,  Mayors,  Sheriffs,  Deputies  and  County 
Attorneys.  The  Thirty-fourth  General  Assembly  extended  these 
laws  to  reach  the  Boards  of  Supervisors.  These  laws  set  forth 
the  duties  of  County  Attorneys,  Sheriffs  and  Deputies. 
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WET  AND  DRY  MAP  OF  IOWA,  JULY,  1911 


WET  AND  DRY  MAP  OF  IOWA,  JANUARY  1,  1915 
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The  same  Legislature  enacted  the  law  prohibiting  drunken 
persons,  or  drinking  and  carrying  intoxicating  liquors  upon  rail- 
road trains  in  Iowa;  also  the  law  prohibiting  others  than  “quali- 
fied electors”  engaging  in  the  sale  of  intoxicating  liquors,  and 
prohibiting  persons,  firms,  corporations  or  associations  interested 
in  manufacturing,  brewing,  distilling  or  refining  intoxicating 
liquors,  furnishing  or  owning  buildings,  furniture,  fixtures  and 
places  for  selling  intoxicating  liquors;  also  the  more  stringent 
druggist  law,  including  the  consecutively  numbered  request  to 
be  signed  in  ink  by  the  applicant  (and  with  stub  attached),  stat- 
ing for  what  purpose  the  liquor  would  be  used. 

The  General  Assembly  of  1911  passed  the  law  prohibiting  the 
drinking  or  carrying  of  intoxicating  liquors  in  or  around  a mine; 
also  the  law  increasing  the  penal ty  of  keeping  with  intent  to  sell; 
or  selling  intoxicating  liquors  contrary  to  the  law  from  $50  to 
$200  upon  conviction  for  the  first  offense,  and  $300  for  the  second 
offense,  with  commitment  to  the  county  jail  until  the  fine  is  paid; 
also  the  law  compelling  the  County  Attorney  to  obtain  from  the 
Federal  revenue  officer  a certified  list  of  names  of  those  who  hold 
government  tax  stamps,  and  to  file  this  list  with  the  County 
Auditor  for  public  inspection.  The  holding  of  these  stamps 
becomes  prima  facie  evidence  of  keeping  liquor  -with  intent  to 
sell  in  violation  of  the  law. 

By  virtue  of  a decision  handed  dowTn  by  the  Supreme  Court, 
Des  Moines,  the  capital  city,  went  dry  on  February  15,  1915. 
Iowa  City  also  went  dry  on  July  1,  1915,  by  act  of  the  Legisla- 
ture. On  this  same  date  32  saloons  were  closed  in  Davenport 
and  32  in  Dubuque. 
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The  following  shows  the  number  of  saloons  for  each  town  in 
the  state,  January  1,  1915: 


County 

Number 

Towns 

Saloons 

County  Seat 

| Number 
Saloons 

Boone 

1 

10 

Boone 

10 

Bremer 

6 

8 

Waverly 

3 

Carroll 

7 

9 

Carroll 

3 

Chickasaw 

5 

6 

New  Hampton 

2 

Clayton 

15 

15 

Elkader 

1 

Clinton 

14 

39 

Clinton 

26 

Crawford 

10 

12 

Denison 

3 

Des  Moines 

1 

24 

Burlington 

24 

Dubuque 

17 

94 

Dubuque 

60 

Fayette 

1 

6 

Oelwein 

6 

Ida 

5 

5 

Ida  Grove 

1 

Johnson 

1 

10 

Iowa  City 

10 

Jackson 

12 

14 

Maquoketa 

3 

Lee 

7 

29 

Keokuk 

15 

Ft.  Madison 

9 

Linn 

1 

32 

Cedar  Rapids 

32 

Osceola 

3 

3 

Sibley 

1 

Polk 

2 

88 

Des  Moines 

86 

Plymouth 

1 

4 

LeMars 

4 

Pottawatamie 

1 

29 

Council  Bluffs 

29 

Scott 

15 

88 

Davenport 

74 

Union 

1 

6 

Creston 

6 

Webster 

1 

15 

Ft.  Dodge 

15 

Woodbury 

1 

48 

Sioux  City 

48 

23 
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594 

24 

471 

The  last  of  the  594  saloons  listed  on  January  1,  1915,  went 
out  of  business  on  January  1,  1916. 
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Area,  81,774  sq.  miles.  Area  under  no-license,  81,774  sq.  miles 
Population  (1910),  1,690,949.  Population  under  no-license,  1,690,949 

Population  (estimated,  1915)  1,807,221 

Urban  population,  493,790.  Rural  population,  1,197,159 

Per  cent  urban  population,  29.2.  Per  cent  rural  population,  70.8 

Density  of  population  per  square  mile 20.7 

Foreign-born  population,  135,450.  Per  cent  foreign-born,  8.0 

Native  whites  of  foreign  or  mixed  parentage,  292,105.  Per  cent,  17.2 
Negro  population,  54,030.,  Per  cent,  3.2 

Illiterate  persons  10  years  of  age  and  over,  28,968.  Per  cent,  2.2 

Illiterate  males  of  voting  age,  14,716.  Per  cent,  2.9 

Total  number  of  families,  395,771.  Number  persons  to  a family,  4.3 
Families  owning  homes,  228,504.  Per  cent,  57.7 

Families  renting  homes,  167,267.  Percent,  42.3 

Children  of  school  age,  502,212.  Number  pupils  enrolled,  398,746 
Persons  aged  15  to  20  years  attending  school,  90,906.  Per  cent,  44,2 
Number  church  communicants,  458,190.  Per  cent  of  population,  27.0 


Average  number  of  wage  earners  employed 41,259 

Number  paupers  in  almshouses  per  100,000  population 43.5 
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Number  insane  in  hospitals  per  100,000  population 172.2 

Number  blind  in  asylums  per  100,000  population 63.2 

Number  state  prisoners  per  100,000  population 90.9 

Number  persons  holding  federal  retail  liquor  tax  receipts  (in- 
cluding drug  stores  and  all  other  places  retailing  liquors).  .294 

Number  druggists  1,138 

Number  breweries  (1916),  None.  Number  distilleries  (1916),  None 

Fermented  liquors  produced  in  1916  (barrels)  None 

Distilled  spirits  produced  in  1916  (gallons) None 

Distilled  spirits  rectified  in  1916  (gallons) None 

Bushels  grain  used  in  distilling,  1916 None 

Gallons  of  other  materials  used  in  distilling,  1916 None 

Number  dry  counties,  105.  Population  dry  counties,  1,690,949 

Number  dry  cities  of  100,000  population  or  more,  None.  Pop.,  None 
Number  dry  cities  of  25,000  population  or  more,  but  less 

than  100,000,  3.  Population  . < 178,465 

Number  dry  cities  of  10,000  population  or  more,  but  less 

than  25,000,  9.  Population  125,378 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  5,000  population  or  more  but 

less  than  10,000,  13.  Population  97,180 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  1,000  population  or  more,  but 

less  than  5,000,  107.  Population  218,694 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  less  than  1,000  population 340 

Population  152,652 

Area  under  no-license,  81,774  sq.  miles.  100  per  cent. 

Area  under  license,  None. 

Population  under  no-license,  1,690,949.  100  per  cent. 

Population  under  license,  None. 

Kansas  is  under  constitutional  Prohibition  which  was 
adopted  in  1881  by  a vote  of  92,302  for  and  84,304  against.  This 
constitutional  provision,  and  the  enforcement  measures  which 
have  since  been  adopted  by  the  Legislature  are  thoroughly 
enforced.  No  law  on  the  statute  books  is  held  in  higher  esteem 
or  is  better  enforced  than  the  one  prohibiting  the  traffic  in 
intoxicants. 

The  Legislature  of  1917  enacted  a very  stringent  “bone-dry” 
law.  The  provisions  of  this  law,  in  part,  are  as  follows:  It  is 

made  unlawful  to  keep  or  have  in  possession  for  personal  use  or 
otherwise  any  intoxicating  liquors  or  permit  another  to  have  or 
keep  or  use  intoxicating  liquors.  Second,  it  shall  be  unlawful  for 
any  common  carrier  or  any  other  person,  for  hire  or  without  hire, 
to  bring  or  carry  into  the  state,  or  carry  from  one  place  to  an- 
other within  the  state,  intoxicating  liquors  for  another  or  for 
herself  or  himself.  Third,  it  shall  be  unlawful  for  any  person  to 
receive,  directly  or  indirectly,  intoxicating  liquors  from  a common 
carrier  or  other  carrier  or  person,  and  it  shall  also  be  unlawful  for 
any  person  to  possess  intoxicating  liquors  received  directly  or 
indirectly  from  a common  carrier  or  other  carrier  or  person.  This 
section  shall  be  applied  to  such  liquors  intended  for  personal  use. 

In  the  election  of  November  5,  1914,  one  candidate  ran  for 
Governor  of  the  state  on  a resubmission  platform.  He  was 
unable  to  get  on  the  ticket  of  any  political  party  and  was 
accordingly  compelled  to  run  on  an  independent  platform  provid- 
ing for  resubmission  of  the  Prohibition  question.  He  received 
about  one  vote  in  ten,  which  would  indicate  that  approximately 
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90  per  cent  of  the  people  of  Kansas  believe  that  Prohibition  is 
the  only  remedy  for  the  liquor  traffic. 

Pro-liquor  advocates  have  charged  that  Kansas  has  a larger 
number  of  state  prisoners  in  proportion  to  the  population  than 
certain  license  states.  The  statistics  used  by  these  advocates 
are  taken  from  the  Federal  reports,  which  include  with  the  state 
prisoners  of  Kansas  all  the  federal  prisoners  which  are  in  the 
great  Federal  prison  at  Leavenworth,  to  which  Federal  prisoners 
from  numerous  states  throughout  the  West  are  sent  by  the 
Federal  courts.  There  are  more  state  prisoners  in  the  peniten- 
tiary in  Kansas  than  there  are  in  some  other  states  for  the  reason 
that  there  is  no  capital  punishment  for  any  crime  in  Kansas; 
therefore,  the  number  of  life  prisoners  is  naturally  larger  than  in 
states  having  capital  punishment.  Moreover,  there  are  several 
laws  of  Kansas  which  are  more  strict  than  those  of  many  other 
states,  the  violation  of  which  is  punished  by  confinement  in  the 
penitentiary.  The  wife  and  family  desertion  law  provides  for  a 
term  in  the  penitentiary  not  exceeding  two  years  (sections  3410- 
3416,  General  Statutes  of  1915).  Stealing  domestic  fowls  in  the 
night  time  is  a felony  (section  3448).  The  second  conviction  of 
any  offense  against  the  intoxicating  liquor  laws  is  a felony  (sec- 
tion 5541).  Many  offenses  under  the  law  relating  to  gambling  are 
punished  by  confinement  in  the  penitentiary  (sections  3622-3624, 
3631,  3638,  3717,  3718).  The  crime  of  rape  in  Kansas  is  different 
from  that  which  is  defined  as  rape  in  many  other  states,  the  age 
limit  being  18  years.  The  white  slave  law,  sections  3646  et  seq., 
makes  many  acts  under  this  subject  felonies,  which  are  not 
felonies  in  many  other  states. 

As  a result  of  these  and  other  provisions  of  Kansas  laws, 
many  persons  are  sent  to  the  penitentiary  who  would  not  be  sen- 
tenced to  the  penitentiary  in  other  states. 
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Area,  40,181  sq.  miles.  Area  under  no-license,  38,574  sq.  miles 
Population  (1910),  2,289,905.  Population  under  no-license,  1,850,000 

Population  (estimated,  1915)  2,365,185 

Urban  population,  555,442.  Rural  population,  1,734,463 

Per  cent  urban  population,  24.3.  Per  cent  rural  population,  75.7 

Density  of  population  per  square  mile 57 

Foreign-born  population,  40,162.  Per  cent  foreign-born,  1.8 

Native  whites  of  foreign  or  mixed  parentage,  124,704.  Percent,  5.4 
Negro  population,  261,656.  Percent,  11.4 

Illiterate  persons  10  years  of  age  and  over,  208,084.  Per  cent,  12.1 

Illiterate  males  of  voting  age,  87,516.  Per  cent,  14.5 

Total  number  of  families,  494,788.  Number  persons  to  a family,  4.6 
Families  owning  homes,  251,059.  Per  cent,  50.7 

Families  renting  homes,  243,729.  Per  cent,  49.3 

Children  of  school  age,  707,581.  Number  pupils  enrolled,  494,863 
Persons  aged  15  to  20  years  attending  school,  104,587.  Per  cent,  36.5 
Number  church  communicants,  858,324.  Per  cent  of  population,  37.4 

Average  number  of  wage  earners  employed  64,586 

Number  paupers  in  almshouses  per  100,000  population 66.5 

Number  insane  in  hospitals  per  100,000  population 154.5 

Number  blind  in  asylums  per  100,000  population  94.0 

Number  state  prisoners  per  100,000  population  119.2 
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Number  persons  holding  federal  retail  liquor  tax  receipts  (in- 
cluding drug  stores  and  all  other  places  retailing  liquors). 2, 594 


Number  druggists  859 

Number  breweries  (1916),  17.  Number  distilleries  (1916),  185 

Fermented  liquors  produced  in  1916  (barrels)  672,417 

Distilled  spirits  produced  in  1916  (gallons) 33,254,129.4 

Distilled  spirits  rectified  in  1916  (gallons)  6,307,586.8 

Bushels  grain  used  in  distilling,  1916  7,225,176 

Gallons  of  other  materials  used  in  distilling,  1916 144,682 

Number  dry  counties,  106.  Population  dry  counties,  1,607,507 

Number  dry  cities  of  100,000  population  or  more,  None.  Pop.,  None 
Number  dry  cities  of  25,000  population  or  more,  but  less 

than  100,000,  None.  Population  None 

Number  dry  cities  of  10,000  population  or  more,  but  less 

than  25,000,  None.  Population  None 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  5,000  population  or  more,  but 

less  than  10,000,  8.  Population 52,310 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  1,000  population  or  more,  but 

less  than  5,000,  71.  Population  351,930 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  less  than  1,000  population 280 

Population  96,462 

Area  under  no-license,  38,574  sq.  miles.  96.0  per  cent. 


Area  under  license,  1,607  sq.  miles.  4.0  per  cent. 


Population  under  no-license,  1,850,000.  80.8  per  cent. 


Population  under  license,  439,905. 


19.2  per  cent. 


Kentucky  is  under  county  local  option.  The  original  law  was 
enacted  in  1906,  remodeled  in  1912,  and  finally  perfected  in  1914. 

Notwithstanding  the  very  large  investment  her  people  had 
made  in  the  manufacture  of  liquors,  Kentucky  began  early  to 
restrict  and  outlaw  the  licensed  saloon.  Between  1871  and  1891 
25  counties  were  given  county  Prohibition  by  special  acts  of  the 
Legislature.  Since  that  time  the  people  of  the  several  counties 
have  confirmed  these  legislative  acts  by  voting  under  the  local 
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option  laws,  which  from  time  to  time  have  been  enacted  by  the 
Legislature. 

In  1894  a law  was  enacted  permitting  on  a petition  of  25  per 
cent  of  each  precinct,  a vote  in  a precinct  or  magisterial  district 
or  municipality.  Under  this  law  the  number  of  counties  entirely 
dry  was  increased  to  59,  with  much  dry  rural  territory  in  most 
of  the  remaining  counties. 

The  County  Unit  law,  exempting  from  the  county  vote  cities 
with  a population  of  3,000  or  more,  was  enacted  in  1896.  Under 
this  law  the  number  of  counties  entirely  dry  was  increased  to  97, 
with  a large  part  of  the  rural  territory  of  the  remaining  counties 
dry  by  the  vote  of  the  people  of  precincts,  magisterial  districts 
and  municipalities. 

Kentucky  now  has  a straight  County  Unit  law,  requiring  the 
County  Court  to  call  an  election  on  the  petition  of  25  per  cent  of 
the  voters  of  the  county,  to  become  effective  60  days  after  the 
vote  is  taken.  This  law  was  the  result  of  a series  of  enactments 
and  reached  this  perfected  form  in  the  legislative  session  of  1914; 
by  elections  held  under  this  law  nine  more  counties  were  placed 
in  the  dry  column  and  the  list  of  wet  counties  in  the  state  re- 
duced to  14.  Five  of  the  so-called  wet  counties  have  saloons  in 
but  one  city,  and  three  others  in  but  two  places.  More  than  90 
per  cent  of  the  area  of  Kentucky  is  now  dry  and  about  79  per 
cent  of  the  population  lives  in  no-license  territory. 


Names  and  Population  of  All  No-License  Counties 


Adair 

16,503 

Fulton 

. 14,114 

Logan 

24,977 

Allen 

14,882 

Gallatin 

4,697 

Lyon 

9,423 

Ballard 

12,690 

Garrard 

. 11,894 

McCreary. . . . 

New 

Barren 

25,293 

Grant 

. 10,581 

McLean 

13,241 

Bath 

13,988 

Graves 

. 33,539 

Madison 

26,951 

Bell 

28,447 

Grayson 

. 19,958 

Magoffin 

13,654 

Boone 

9,420 

Green 

. 11,871 

Marshall 

15,771 

Bourbon 

17,462 

Greenup 

. 18,475 

Martin 

7,291 

Boyle 

14,668 

Hancock. . . . 

. 8,512 

Mason 

18,611 

Bracken 

10,308 

Hardin 

. 22,696 

Menifee 

6,153 

Breathitt 

17,540 

Harlan 

10,566 

Mercer 

14,063 

Breckinridge. 

21,034 

Harrison. . . . 

. 16,873 

Metcalfe 

10,453 

Bullitt 

9,487 

Hart 

. 18,173 

Monroe 

13,663 

Butler 

15,805 

Henry 

13,716 

Montgomery. 

12,868 

Caldwell 

14,063 

Hickman 

. 11,750 

Morgan 

16,259 

Calloway 

19,867 

Hopkins. . . . 

. 34,291 

Muhlenberg.. 

28,598 

Carlisle 

9,048 

Jackson 

. 10,734 

Nicholas 

10,601 

Carroll 

8,110 

Jessamine. . , 

. 12,613 

Ohio 

27,642 

Carter 

21,966 

Johnson. . . . . 

. 17,482 

Oldham 

7,248 

Casey 

15,479 

Knott 

. 10,791 

Owen 

14,248 

Clark 

17,987 

Knox 

. 22,116 

Owsley 

7,979 

Clay 

17,789 

Larue 

10,701 

Pendleton.. . . 

11,985 

Clinton 

8,153 

Laurel.. .’.... 

. 19,872 

Perry 

11,255 

Crittenden. . . 

13,296 

Lawrence 

. 20,067 

Pike 

31,679 

Cumberland. . 

9,846 

Lee 

. 9,531 

Powell 

6,268 

Edmonson. . . 

10,469 

Leslie 

8,976 

Pulaski 

35,986 

Elliott 

9,814 

Letcher 

. 10,623 

Robertson.. . . 

4,121 

Estill 

12,273 

Lewis 

16,887 

Rockcastle 

14,473 

Fleming 

16,066 

Lincoln 

. 17,897 

Rowan 

9,438 

Floyd 

18,623 

Livingston. . 

. 10,627 

Russell 

10,861 
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Scott 

. 16,956 

Trigg 

14,539 

Wayne 

17,518 

Shelby 

. 18,041 

Trimble 

6,512 

Webster 

20,974 

Simpson. . . . 

. 11,460 

Union 

19,886 

Whitley 

31,982 

Spencer 

. 7,567 

Warren 

30,579 

Wolfe 

9,864 

Taylor 

. 11,961 

Washington.. 

13,940 

Woodford 

12,571 

Todd 

. 16,488 

Names  and 

Population  of  All  No-Li 

cense  Cities  of  5,000  Popula- 

tion  But  Less  Than  10,000 

Bowling  Green  9,173 

Maysville  

.6,141 

Richmond  . . . 

.5,340 

Danville  .. . 

...5,420 

Middlesboro  . 

.7,305 

Winchester  .. 

.7,156 

Mayfield  ... 

...5,916 

Paris  

.5,859 

Names  and 

Population  of  All  No-License 

Municipalities  ot 

r 1,000 

Population  But  Less  Than  5,000 

Augusta  . . 

. ...1,787 

Falmouth 

.1,180 

Murray  

..2,089 

Barboursville.  1,633 

Flemingsburg 

1,219 

Nicholasville 

.2,935 

Bardwell  . . 

. . .1,087 

Franklin 

, .3,063 

Oakdale  

. 2,073 

Beattyville 

...1,360 

Fulton 

. .2,575 

Olive  Hill  ... 

.1,132 

Berea  

. . .1,510 

Georgetown  . 

, .4,533 

Owenton 

.1,024 

Burnside  . . 

...  1,117 

Glasgow  

.2,316 

Pikeville 

. 1,280 

Cadiz  

....1,005 

Greenville  . . . 

.1,604 

Pineville 

,.2,161 

Campbellsville  1,206 

Guthrie  . . . . -. 

, .1,096 

Prestonburg  . 

...1,120 

Carlisle  . . . 

. . ..1,293 

Harrodsburg 

.3,147 

Princeton  .... 

,.3,015 

Carrollton  . 

...1,906 

Hawesville  . . 

, .1,002 

Providence  . . 

,.2,084 

Central  City  ..2,545 

Jackson  

..1,346 

Russell  

.1,038 

Clay  

....1,098 

DaGrange  . . . 

. 1,152 

Russellville  . 

..3,111 

Clinton  . . . 

. . ..1,497 

Lancaster  . . . 

..1,507 

Scottsville  . . 

..1,327 

Cloverport 

. . ..1,403 

Leitchfield  . . 

..1,053 

Sebree  

,.1,500 

Columbia  .. 

. . .1,022 

Livermore  . . 

..1,220 

Shelbyville  . . 

,.3,412 

Corbin  . . . . 

...  2,589 

London  

. 1,638 

Somerset  

.4,491 

Cynthiana 

....3,603 

Louisa  

,.1,356 

Springfield  .. . 

,.1,329 

Dawson  Sp’gs  1,350 

Madisonville 

..4,966 

Stanford 

.1,532 

Drakesboro 

...1,126 

Marion  ... 

...1,627 

Sturgis  

..1,467 

Earlington 

. . .3,931 

Monticello  . . 

..1,338 

Uniontown  . . 

.1,356 

Eddyville  .. 

. . .1,442 

Morehead  .. . . 

. 1,105 

Vanceburg  ... 

.1,145 

Elizabethtown  1,970 

Morganfield  . 

, .2,725 

Versailles  .... 

.2,268 

Elkton  

...1,123 

Mortons  Gap 

.1,266 

Williamsburg 

.2,004 

Eminence  . 

...1,274 

Mt.  Sterling  . 

.3,932 

Names  and 

Population  of  All  No-License 

Municipalities  of  Less 

Than  1,000  Population 

Adairville  . 

683 

Benton 

. . 824 

Brodhead  . . . 

. ..  477 

Albany  . . . . 

579 

Berry  

..  339 

Brooksville  . . 

...  492 

Allensville  , 

436 

Bethlehem  . . 

...  68 

Brownsville  . 

. ..  313 

Anchorage 

384 

Birmingham 

. ..  349 

Bryantsville  . 

. . 85 

Arlington  . 

555 

Blackford  . . . 

..  449 

Buffalo 

...  298 

Athens  . . . . 

197 

Blaine 

. ..  136 

Burgi'n 

..  679 

Auburn  . . . 

631 

Blandville  . . . 

..  229 

Burkesville  . . 

..  817 

Bagdad  . . . 

184 

Bloomfield  . . 

. ..  352 

Burkley 

..  183 

Bandana  . . 

337 

Bluff  City 

..  132 

Burlington  . . 

...172 

Barlow  . . . . 

532 

Bonnieville  . . 

...  257 

Butler 

, ..  426 

Barnsley  . . 

357 

Booneville  . . 

. ..  236 

Cairo 

. ..  121 

Baskett  . . . 

270 

Bradfordsville..  330 

Calhoun 

..  742 

Beaver  Dam...  762 

Brandenburg 

...  482 

Calvert 

...  124 

Bedford  . . . 

269 

Bremen  

..  254 

Campbellsburg.  269 

Beech  Grove...  208 

Briensburg  . . 

. . 77 

Campton  . . . . 

..  326 
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Cane  Valley 163 

Caneyville 430 

Canmer 131 

Carrsville 298 

Carter 259 

Caseyville 230 

Centertown  299 

Cerulean  Sp’gs.  272 

Chaplin 170 

Chicago 155 

Clarkson 376 

Clay  City 581 

Columbus 970 

Concord  213 

Corinth 252 

Corydon  942 

Crab  Orchard..  467 

Crittenden 189 

Crofton 402 

Cromwell 163 

Cropper 159 

Curdsville  235 

Deanfield 75 

Defoe 141 

Dexter 260 

Dixon 741 

Dover 386 

Dry  Ridge 143 

Dublin 125 

Dunmor 138 

Dunnville 144 

Dycusburg 176 

East  Bernstadt.  698 

Eastview  77 

Eden 381 

Ekron 168 

Eli’zaville  135 

Elkhorn 94 

Eubank 182 

Ezel 128 

Fairview 108 

Fallsburg 134 

Fancy  Farm.  . ..  271 

Farmers  427 

Farmington  ....  136 

Ferguson 404 

Flat  Gap 68 

Florence 250 

Ford 702 

Fordsville 649 

Foster 158 

Fountain  Run..  188 

Fredonia 421 

Frenchburg  ....  172 
Germantown  ...  287 
Gest 87 


Ghent 421 

Gilbertsville  ....  458 
Glasgow  Junct’n  303 

Glencoe 237 

Gordonsville  . . ..  43 

Grange 106 

Gratz 213 

Grayson 735 

Greensburg  ....  450 

Greenup 680 

Hamilton 300 

Hanson 509 

Hardin 366 

Hardinsburg  ...  737 

Hartford 976 

Hazard  .->....  537 

Hazel 395 

Hazel  Green. . . °57 

Hellier 525 

Hickory  Grove..  148 

Hillsboro 182 

Hindman 370 

Hiseville 179 

Hodgensville  ...  744 
Horse  Branch. . 103 

Horse  Cave 881 

Huntsville 118 

Hustonville  ....  384 

Hyden 316 

Irvine 272 

Irvington 665 

Island 647 

Jamestown  ....  177 
Jeffersontown  ..  345 

Jeffersonville 86 

Jellico 546 

Jonesville 150 

Junction  City. ..  747 

Kevil 304 

Kirkmansville  . 200 

Knottsville 212 

Kuttawa 889 

LaCenter 426 

Lafayette 266 

Lairsville 12 

Lebanon  Junct’n  807 

Lee  City 269 

Lenoxburg 65 

Lewisburg 253 

Lewisport 596 

Liberty 330 

Lily 161 

Lisman 154 

Livingston  685 

Lockport 153 

Lynnville  ......  118 


McHenry 530 

McKee 146 

Mackville 190 

Manchester 626 

Mannsville 109 

Mays  Lick 308 

Middleburg 98 

Midway 937 

Milburn 207 

Millersburg  ....  799 

Milton 355 

Minerva 154 

Monterey 260 

Morgantown  ...  563 
Mount  Carmel. . 81 

Mount  Eden 157 

Mount  Olivet. . . 321 
Mount  Pleasant.  657 
Mount  Vernon..  930 
Munfordville  ...  475 

Nebo 298 

Nepton 235 

New  Castle 468 

New  Columbus.  118 
New  Liberty .. . 214 
New  Market. . . 79 

Newfoundland..  72 
N.  Middletown.  390 
N.  Pleasureville  235 
Nortonville  ....  254 

Oakland  257 

Owingsville  . . . 942 
Paintsville  ....  942 

Paradise  91 

Pellville 104 

Penrod  68 

Perryville 407 

Petersburg 393 

Pewee  Valley. . 651 

Pittsburg :.  934 

Pleasureville  . . 522 

Poole 179 

Poplar  Plains..  190 

Port  Royal 152 

Prestonville  . . . 162 

Proctor  143 

Pryorsburg  ....  242 

Quincy  285 

Ray  wick  182 

Richpond  115 

Robard  334 

Rochester 437 

Rockport  658 

Rocky  Hill 138 

Rosewood 89 

Rosine  166 
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Rowletts 

233 

Sonora 

250 

Walton 

650 

Rumsey 

413 

S.  Carrollton... 

365 

Warsaw 

900 

Russell  Sp’gs... 

104 

Sparta 

107 

Washington  

433 

Sacramento  . . . 

438 

Spottsville  

448 

Water  Valley.. . 

228 

Sadieville 

467 

Stamping 

Waverly 

311 

St.  Charles 

660 

Ground  

381 

West  Liberty... 

442 

St.  Helens 

151 

Stanton  

278 

West  Louisville. 

192 

St.  Mary 

154 

Stephensport  .. 

205 

West  Point 

782 

Salem  

320 

Sullivan  

171 

Wheatcroft 

490 

Saloma 

45 

Sulphur 

255 

White  Plains... 

281 

Salt  Lick 

532 

Summersville  .. 

320 

Whitesburg 

321 

Salyersville  . . . 

310 

Taylorsville  . . . 

622 

Whitesville  

452 

Sanders 

250 

Tilton  

113 

Whitley 

157 

Sardis  

261 

Tolu  

180 

Wickliffe  

989 

Science  Hill. . .. 

257 

Tompkinsville  . 

639 

Willard  

177 

Sharpsburg 

410 

Trenton  

653 

Williamstown  . 

800 

Shepherdsville. 

318 

Turners  Station 

115 

Wingo  

404 

Sherburne  

253 

Upton  

141 

Woodburn 

217 

Simpsonville  . . 

185 

Verona  

208 

Woodbury 

173 

Skilesville  

53 

Vine  Grove 

570 

Worthville 

326 

Slaughtersville. 

443 

Waddy  

254 

Yosemite  

98 

Smithland  

557 

Walnut  Grove.. 

174 

Zion 

224 

Smiths  Grove.. 

726 

LOUISIANA 

Area,  45,409  sq.  miles.  Area  under  no-license,  45,409  sq.  miles 
Population  (1910),  1,656,388.  Population  under  no-license,  850,000 

Population  (estimated,  1915)  . 1,801,306 

Urban  population,  496,516.  Rural  population,  1,159,872 

Per  cent  urban  population,  30.0.  Per  cent  rural  population,  70.0 

Density  of  population  per  square  mile  . . . . . 36.5 

Foreign-born  population,  52,766.  Per  cent  foreign-born,  3.2 

Native  whites  of  foreign  or  mixed  parentage,  112,717.  Per  cent,  6.8 
Negro  population,  713,874.  Per  cent,  43.1 

Illiterate  persons  10  years  of  age  and  over,  352,179.  Per  cent,  29.0 
Illiterate  males  of  voting  age,  118,716.  Per  cent,  28.6 

Total  number  of  families,  344,144.  Number  persons  to  a family,  4.8 
Families  owning  homes,  106,953.  Per  cent,  31.0 

Families  renting  homes,  237,191.  Per  cent,  69.0 

Children  of  school  age,  538,326.  Number  pupils  enrolled,  263,617 
Persons  aged  15  to  20  years  attending  school,  48,275.  Per  cent,  23.0 
Number  church  communicants,  778,901.  Per  cent  of  population,  47.0 

Average  number  of  wage  earners  employed 77,665 

Number  paupers  in  almshouses  per  100,000  population 11.3 

Number  insane  in  hospitals  per  100,000  population 130.3 

Number  blind  in  asylums  per  100,000  population  66.8 

Number  state  prisoners  per  100,000  population  144.9 

Number  persons  holding  federal  retail  liquor  tax  receipts  (in- 
cluding drug  stores  and  all  other  places  retailing  liquors) . 3.612 

Number  druggists  696 

Number  breweries  (1916),  10.  Number  distilleries  (1916),  6 

Fermented  liquors  produced  in  1916  (barrels)  547,014 

Distilled  spirits  produced  in  1916  (gallons)  23,291,661.1 

Distilled  spirits  rectified  in  1916  (gallons) 888,033.7 
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Bushels  grain  used  in  distilling,  1916  39,604 

Gallons  of  other  materials  used  in  distilling,  1916  30,360,271 

Number  dry  counties,  34.  Population  dry  counties,  633,071 

Number  dry  cities  of  100,000  population  or  more,  None.  Pop.,  None 
Number  dry  cities  of  25,000  population  or  more,  but  less 

than  100,000,  1.  Population  28,015 

Number  dry  cities  of  10,000  population  or  more,  but  less 

than  25,000,  1.  Population  . 11,449 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  5,000  population  or  more,  but 

less  than  10,000,  None.  Population None 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  1,000  population  or  more,  but 

less  than  5,000,  25.  Population 402,530 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  less  than  1,000  population 67 

Population  . 33,847 

Area  under  no-license,  35,679  sq.  miles.  78.6  per  cent. 


Area  under  license,  9,730  sq.  miles.  21.4  per  cent. 

Population  under  no-license,  850,000.  51.3  per  cent. 

Populationunderlicensej80M  per  cent. 

Louisiana  is  under  local  option,  the  law  providing  for  a vote 
by  parishes.  Under  the  provisions  of  this  law,  30  parishes  have 
abolished  the  saloon  and  in  most  of  these  parishes  the  law  is 
well  enforced. 

The  Gay-Shattuck  law,  which  is  a license  regulation  pro- 
vision, went  into  effect  January  1,  1909.  This  law  prohibits  the 
selling  of  liquors  to  whites  and  negroes  in  the  same  building. 
It  also  prohibits  saloons  within  300  feet  of  any  school  or  church 

and  makes  it  unlawful  to  throw  dice  or  gamble  in  any  room 

in  saloons. 

This  law  is  openly  violated  in  New  Orleans  and  other  wet 
towns  in  the  state.  But  little  effort  seemingly  is  made  to  enforce 
the  Sunday  closing  law  in  New  Orleans.  The  Louisiana  Legisla- 
ture in  1916  passed  a bill  known  as  the  Johnson  Near-Beer  bill, 
prohibiting  the  sale  of  all  malt  liquor  in  dry  territory. 

Practically  three-fourths  of  the  territory  of  the  state  is 
under  no-license,  and  more  than  40  per  cent  of  the  population  is 
living  in  this  dry  territory.  The  fight  is  on  for  state-wide 
Prohibition. 


Names  and  Population  of  All  No-License  Counties 


Allen  

. New 

E.  Feliciana.. 

20,055 

Richland 

15,769 

Avoyelles. . . . 

, 34,102 

Evangeline  . 

New 

Sabine 

19,874 

Beauregard 

. New 

Franklin 

11,989 

St.  Helena... 

9,172 

Bienville 

21,776 

Grant 

15.958 

Tangipahoa.. 

29,160 

Bossier 

21,738 

Jackson 

13,818 

Union 

20,451 

Caddo 

58,200 

Jeff  Davis... 

New 

Vernon 

17,384 

Calcasieu. . . . 

62,767 

Lincoln 

18,485 

Vermillion. . . 

26,390 

Caldwell 

. 8,593 

Livingston. . . 

10,627 

Washington. . 

18,886 

Cameron 

4,288 

Moorehouse.. 

18,786 

Webster 

19,186 

Catahoula. . . . 

, 10,415 

Natchitoches. 

36,455 

West  Carroll. 

6,249 

Claiborne. . . . 

25,050 

Red  River.. . . 

11,402 

Winn 

18,357 

De  Soto 

. 27,689 
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Names  and  Population  of  All  No-License  Cities  of  25,000  Popula- 
tion or  More  But  Less  Than  100,000 

Shreveport  28,015 

Names  and  Population  of  All  No-License  Cities  of  10,000  Popula- 
tion But  Less  Than  25,000 

Lake  Charles  11,449 


Names  and  Population  of  All  No-License  Municipalities  of  1,000 
Population  But  Less  Than  5,000 


Amite  

...1,677 

Homer  

.1,855 

Mansfield  . . . 

..1,799 

Arcadia  

...1,079 

Independence 

.1,004 

Minden  

..3,002 

Bunkie  . . . . . 

...1,765 

Jackson  

.2,146 

Natchitoches 

.2,532 

Colfax  

. ..1,049 

Jennings  . . . . 

.3,925 

Ponchatoula  ., 

..1,055 

DeRidder  . . 

...2,100 

Jonesboro  . . . 

.1,134 

Rayville  .... 

..1,079 

Franklin  . . , 

...3,85? 

Kentwood  . . . 

.3,609 

Huston  

..3,377 

Fullerton  . . 

. ..1,238 

Lake  Arthur  . 

,.1,093 

Welsh  

..1,250 

Gibsland  . . . 
Hammond  . , 

...1,065 
. . .2,942 

Leesville  . . . . 

.2,043 

Winnfield  . . . 

.2,925 

MAINE  137 

Names  and  Population  of  All  No-License  Municipalities  of  Less 
Than  1,000  Population 


Angie  346 

Athens  514 

Atlanta  311 

Bastrop  854 

Benton  318 

Bernice  781 

Bienville  606 

Bonita  273 

Bossier  City...  775 

Campti  664 

Chatham  181 

Cheneyville  . . . 498 

Clinton  918 

Collinston  333 

Columbia  500 

Cottonport  866 

Coushatta  564 

DeQuincy  715 

Delhi  685 

Denham  Spr’gs.  574 

Dodson  845 

Dubach  714 

Evergreen  299 


Farmerville  . . . 598 
Franklinton  . . . 814 

Grand  Cane 485 

Greensburg  . . . 268 
Harrisonburg. . 361 

Haughtoii  249 

Haynesville  ...  663 

Hornbeck  459 

Jena  689 

Jonesville  .....  287 

Kinder  635 

Logansport  420 

Mamou  175 

Mangham  470 

Mansura  695 

Many  683 

Marion  226 

Marthaville  ....  285 

Mer  Rouge 436 

Montgomery  . . 174 

Noble  453 

Oak  Grove 398 


Oak  Ridge 332 

Oberlin 232 

Olla  260 

Pearl  River 277 

Plain  Dealing..  474 
Pleasant  Hill...  442 

Pollock  675 

Provencal  262 

Robeline  438 

Roseland  586 

Rosepine  325 

Simsboro  282 

Tangipahoa  ...  394 

Tioga  633 

Verda  182 

Ville  Platte 603 

Vivian  826 

Walker  592 

Wilson  762 

Winnsboro  ....  821 

Zachary  419 

Zwolle  973 
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Area,  29,895  sq.  miles.  Area  under  no-license,  29,895  sq.  miles 

Population  (1910),  742,371.  Population  under  no-license,  742,371 

Population  (estimated,  1915)  767,638 

Urban  population,  381,443.  Rural  population,  360,928 

Per  cent  urban  population,  51.4.  Per  cent  rural  population,  48.'6 

Density  of  population  per  square  mile 24.8 

Foreign-born  population,  110,562.  Per  cent  foreign-born,  14.9 

Native  whites  of  foreign  or  mixed  parentage,  134,955.  Per  cent,  18.2 
Negro  population,  1,363.  Per  cent,  0.2 

Illiterate  persons  10  years  of  age  and  over,  24,554.  Per  cent,  4.1 
Illiterate  males  of  voting  age,  13,070.  Per  cent,  5.5 

Total  number  of  families,  177,960.  Number  persons  to  a family,  4.2 
Families  owning  homes,  109,298.  Per  cent,  61.4 

Families  renting  homes,  68,662.  Per  cent,  38.6 

Children  of  school  age,  172,230.  Number  pupils  enrolled,  144,278 
Person*  aged  15  to  20  years  attending  school,  27,408.  Per  cent,  35.2 
Number  church  communicants,  212,988.  Per  cent  of  population,  28.7 

Average  number  of  wage  earners  employed  82,149 

Number  paupers  in  almshouses  per  100,000  population 127.3 

Number  insane  in  hospitals  per  100,000  population 169.5 

Number  blind  in  asylums  per  100,000  population 78.8 

Number  state  prisoners  per  100,000  population 98.3 

Number  persons  holding  federal  retail  liquor  tax  receipts  (in- 
cluding drug  stores  and  all  other  places  retailing  liquors). 1,140 
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Number  druggists  430 

Number  breweries  (1916),  3.  Number  distilleries  (1916),  None 

Fermented  liquors  produced  in  1916  (barrels) 104 

Distilled  spirits  produced  in  1916  (gallons)  None 

Distilled  spirits  rectified  in  1916  (gallons) None 

Bushels  grain  used  in  distilling,  1916 None 

Gallons  of  other  materials  used  in  distilling,  1916 None 

Number  dry  counties,  16.  Population  dry  counties,  742,371 

Number  dry  cities  of  100,000  population  or  more,  None.  Pop.,  None 
Number  dry  cities  of  25,000  population  or  more,  but  less  than 

100,000,  2.  Population  84,818 

Number  dry  cities  of  10,000  population  or  more,  but  less 

than  25,000,  5.  Population  206,993 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  5,000  population  or  more  but 

less  than  10,000,  16.  Population 107,505 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  1,000  population  or  more,  but 

less  than  5,000,  35.  Population  115,641 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  less  than  1,000  population 9 

Population  5,032 

Area  under  no-license,  29,895  sq.  miles.  100  per  cent. 

Area  under  license,  None. 

Population  under  no-license,  742,371.  100  per  cent. 

Population  under  license,  None. 

Maine  is  under  constitutional  Prohibition  which  was  adopted 
in  1884.  Statutory  Prohibition  was  enacted  in  Maine  in  1846. 
This  law  was  rudimentary  and  was  more  restrictive  than  pro- 
hibitory. It  permitted  the  sale  of  intoxicants  for  medicinal  and 
mechanical  purposes  and  did  not  apply  to  liquors  imported  from 
foreign  countries  and  sold  in  the  state  in  quantities  of  not  less 
than  28  gallons.  With  all  the  weaknesses  of  this  law,  however, 
its  provisions  were  very  beneficial,  especially  in  the  rural  sections. 

The  first  real  prohibitory  law  was  enacted  in  1851.  This  law 
contained  a search  and  seizure  clause.  The  law  was  repealed  in 
1856  and  the  state  w'ent  under  license  for  two  years.  In  1858, 
however,  the  law  was  re-enacted,  but  did  not  go  into  effect  until 
the  electors  had  an  opportunity  to  vote  upon-  it.  When  the  vote 
was  taken,  the  law  was  endorsed  by  28,864  to  5,912. 

In  1884,  a prohibitory  constitutional  amendment  was  sub- 
mitted to  the  vote  of  the  people  with  the  result  that  it  was  adopted 
by  a vote  of  70,783  for  and  23,811  against  the  measure. 

The  law  forbids  transportation  of  intoxicating  liquors,  when 
such  liquor  is  intended  for  illegal  use,  forbids  liquor  adver- 
tising, the  sale  of  cider  for  beverage  purposes,  provides  for 
search  and  seizure,  and  seizure  in  transit,  makes  places  where 
liquor  is  sold  and  drinking  places  of  public  resort,  nuisances 
which  may  be  abated,  makes  liquor  debts  illegal,  the  payment 
of  United  States  revenue  liquor  tax  prima  facie  evidence  of 
guilt,  and  the  delivery  of  intoxicants  a proof  of  sale. 

From  the  very  beginning  the  prohibitory  laws  of  Maine  have 
been  more  or  less  nullified  especially  in  the  larger  centers  of 
population.  This  nullification  has  been  fostered  and  promoted 
by  out-of-state  wholesale  liquor  sellers  who  have  paid  certain 
officials  to  whom  the  enforcement  of  the  liquor  laws  is  assigned 
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a percentage  on  all  intoxicating  liquor  sold  within  their  official 
territory  to  permitted  local  liquor  sellers. 

These  local  liquor  sellers  have  assisted  with  money  and  votes 
in  the  election  and  re-election  of  officials  pledged  to  the  nullifica- 
tion of  the  .liquor  laws. 

Every  possible  scheme  is  resorted  to  by  out-of-state  liquor 
sellers  to  get  intoxicants  into  Maine,  to  promote  drunkenness 
and  the  data  of  non-enforcement  in  order  to  discredit  Prohi- 
bition in  Maine  and  to  so  provide  material  to  be  used  against 
attempted  Prohibition  in  other  states. 

Unfortunately  the  only  method  Maine  has  for  the  removal 
of  recreant  enforcement  officials  is  through  the  Legislature 
which  meets  but  once  in  two  years  and  at  the  very  beginning 
of  the  first  year  of  all  state  and  county  official  service. 

In  1905,  at  the  request  of  Governor  Cobb,  what  has  been 
known  as  the  Sturgis  law  was  passed.  This  law  created  an 
enforcement  commission  of  three  to  be  appointed  by  the  Gov- 
ernor, and  gave  them  the  power  of  Sheriffs  to  enforce  the  liquor 
laws.  They  were  empowered  to  appoint  Deputy  Commissioners 
having  the  power  of  Sheriffs  to  enforce  the  liquor  laws,  and  to 
send  them  into  centers  where  the  local  authorities  failed  to 
enforce  the  liquor  laws. 

The  enactment  of  this  law  gave  to  Maine  the  most  effective 
and  widespread  enforcement  of  the  liquor  laws  the  state  ever 
had.  Since  1892,  the  Democratic  party  of  Maine  has  committed 
itself  in  its  platform  to  the  resubmission  of  constitutional  Prohi- 
bition. This  party  came  into  power  in  the  fall  of  1910,  electing 
the  Governor  and  a majority  of  the  Senators  and  Representatives. 

Among  the  first  acts  of  this  Legislature  was  the  repeal  of  the 
Sturgis  law  and  the  passage  of  a resolve  resubmitting  constitu- 
tional Prohibition.  The  vote  on  resubmission  was  taken  Septem- 
ber 11.  It  was  preceded  by  a vigorous  campaign  by  friends  and 
foes  alike.  No  speeches  were  made  for  repeal.  That  side  of 
the  campaign  relied  upon  the  distribution  of  literature,  personal 
canvass  by  paid  workers,  and  the  purchase  of  votes. 

The  friends  of  repeal  predicted  a majority  of  from  15,000  to 
24,000  for  repeal,  but  Prohibition  was  retained  by  a majority 
of  758. 

A leading  cause  for  the  small  majority  was  the  large  stay- 
at-home  vote.  In  the  city  of  Portland  there  were  in  round  num- 
bers 13,000  registered  voters  and  10,000  votes  were  cast.  In  a 
rural  town  having  228  registered  voters,  113  voted.  The  total 
vote  cast  was  120,948,  while  the  total  vote  for  Governor  in 
September,  1910,  was  141,564.  The  total  vote  on  Prohibition  was 
20,616  less  than  for  Governor. 

A special  session  of  the  Legislature  was  called  by  Governor 
Plaisted  to  convene  on  March  20,  1912,  avowedly  to  submit  to 
the  people  an  amendment  to  the  constitution  providing  for  local 
option.  The  Legislature,  however,  rejected  the  proposed  amend- 
ment in  the  House. 

In  the  campaign  of  1912  for  state  officers,  the  Democrats 
in  their  platform  declared  it  “to  be  their  purpose  to  use  all 
possible  endeavor  to  amend  the  constitution”  by  adding  a local 
option  provision. 


140 


MAINE 


The  Republicans  in  their  platform,  said:  “The  people  by 

majority  vote  have  declared  against  the  abrogation  of  the 
amendment  of  the  constitution  relating  to  Prohibition.  We  accept 
the  verdict  of  the  people  and  are  emphatically  opposed  to  all 
attempts  to  reopen  this  question  in  any  form.  We  demand  that 
the  statute  be  strictly  and  honestly  enforced.  Ours  is  a govern- 
ment of  law.  The  law  must  be  respected.’* 

In  the  election  of  September,  1914,  on  account  of  a three- 
cornered  fight  for  the  Governorship,  Governor  Haines  was 
defeated  in  spite  of  the  fact  that  he  polled  a very  much  larger 
vote  than  he  did  in  1912. 

Under  Governor  Curtis,  a Democrat,  a wide-open  saloon  con- 
dition existed  in  the  counties  of  Androscoggin,  Cumberland,  Knox 
and  Penobscot  during  1915  and  1916,  the  Governor  refusing  to 
do  anything  in  the  way  of  preventing  this  official  nullification  of 
law,  pleading  as  an  excuse  for  his  inactivity  that  he  lacked  power. 

Hon.  Carl  E.  Milliken,  an  active  Christian  and  a thorough  be- 
liever in  Prohibition  enforced,  was  nominated  and  elected  Gov- 
ernor by  the  Republicans  in  1916.  His  plurality  was  nearly  14,000. 
Before  his  election  he  said  in  the  open  saloon  city  of  Bangor: 

If  you,  the  voters  of  Maine,  entrust  the  Republican  party  with  power,  I 
promise  you  that  we  will  use  every  resource  at  our  command  to  insure  and 
compel  an  honest,  state-wide  enforcement  of  law ; and  we  will  stand  for  the 
same  degree  of  enforcement  in  Penobscot  county  that  there  is  elsewhere. 
Personally,  I believe  in  the  prohibitory  law.  I realize  that  there  is  a chance 
for  argument  as  to  whether  it  is  the  best  possible  method  of  dealing  with  the 
liquor  problem,  and  that  honest  men  may  differ  from  me.  But  there  is  no 
chance  for  an  argument  on  the  simple  proposition  that  so  long  as  Prohibi- 
tion is  on  the  statute  books  of  Maine,  and  is'  a part  of  the  constitution  of 
Maine,  it  should  be  honestly  and  impartially  enforced. 

Before  Governor  Milliken  assumed  office  two  Sheriffs,  who 
had  for  years  permitted  the  open  nullification  of  our  liquor  laws, 
announced  their  purpose  to  enforce  in  their  county  the  liquor 
laws. 

In  his  inaugural  address  Governor  Milliken  said: 

The  dominant  party  is  definitely  committed  to  state  and  national  Prohi- 
bition and  to  the  honest  enforcement  of  the  prohibitory  law  as  well  as  all 
other  laws  in  this  state.  Furthermore  by  letters  to  thousands  of  citizens 
and  by  public  utterances  in  practically  every  nook  and  corner  of  our  state, 
I am  pledged  to  use  every  resource  at  my  command  as  Governor  of  Maine  for 
the  honest  state-wide  enforcement  of  these  laws  which  have  been  thus  fla- 
grantly violated.  That  pledge  I have  just  reaffirmed  by  solemn  oath  subscribed 
to  in  your  presence.  It  is  essential  that  the  lawbreaker  should  recognize 
positively  both  the  power  and  the  determination  of  some  competent  authority 
to  punish  him.  It  is  necessary  also  that  every  local  official  charged  with 
enforcement  of  the  law  should  know  that  regardless  of  supposed  local  senti- 
ment his  failure  to  do  his  duty  faithfully  will  bring  prompt  and  certain  pun- 
ishment, including  dismissal  from  public  office.  The  present  method  of  dealing 
with  this  situation  is  tedious,  bungling  and  expensive.  I recommend  a con- 
stitutional amendment,  giving  the  Governor  power  to  remove  a Sheriff  for 
cause  after  notice  and  hearing,  and  a statute  conferring  the  same  power  in 
the  case  of  County  Attorneys. 

Other  needed  amendments  to  the  Maine  liquor  laws  have 
been  suggested  by  the  Governor,  which  will  doubtless  be  passed 
by  the  Legislature  of  1917. 

County  officials  are  following  the  leadership  of  the  Governor 
in  enforcing  law,  and  Municipal,  Superior  and  Supreme  Court 
Judges  are  joining  with  the  executive  officials  to  make  and  keep 
Maine  dry. 
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Area,  9,941  sq.  miles.  Area  under  no-license,  8,479  sq.  miles 

Population  (1910),  1,295,346.  Population  under  no-license,  635,662 

Population  (estimated,  1915)  1,351,941 

Urban  population,  658,192.  Rural  population,  637,154 

Per  cent  urban  population,  50.8.  Per  cent  rural  population,  49.2 

Density  of  population  per  square  mile 130.3 

Foreign-born  population,  104,944.  Per  cent  foreign-born,  8.1 

Native  whites  of  foreign  or  mixed  parentage,  191,838.  Per  cent,  14.8 
Negro  population,  232,250.  Per  cent,  17.9 

Illiterate  persons  10  years  of  age  and  over,  73,397.  Per  cent,  7.2 

Illiterate  males  of  voting  age,  31,238.  Per  cent,  8.5 

Total  number  of  families,  274,824.  Number  persons  to  a family,  4.7 
Families  owning  homes.  117,297.  Per  cent,  42.7 

Families  renting  homes,  157,527.  Per  cent,  57.3 

Children  of  school  age,  361,402.  Number  pupils  enrolled,  238,393 
Persons  aged  15  to  20  years  attending  school,  37,779.  Per  cent,  24.8 
Number  church  communicants,  473,257.  Per  cent  of  population,  36.5 

Average  number  of  wage  earners  employed 111,585 

Number  paupers  in  almshouses  per  100,000  population 129.8 

Number  insane  in  hospitals  per  100,000  population  ..248.6 

Number  blind  in  asylums  per  100,000  population  61.9 

Number  state  prisoners  per  100,000  population  165.7 

Number  persons  holding  federal  retail  liquor  tax  receipts  (in- 
cluding drug  stores  and  all  other  places  retailing  liquors). 3, 285 

Number  druggists  599 

Number  breweries  (1916),  18.  Number  distilleries  (1916),  16 

Fermented  liquors  produced  in  1916  (barrels) 1,119,896 

Distilled  spirits  produced  in  1916  (gallons)  3,327,842.0 

Distilled  spirits  rectified  in  1916  (gallons)  4,611,847.7 

Bushels  grain  used  in  distilling,  1916  529,051 

Gallons  of  other  materials  used  in  distilling,  1916 1,753,888 

Number  dry  counties,  17.  Population  dry  counties,  449,510 

Number  dry  cities  of  100,000  population  or  more,  None.  Pop.,  None 
Number  dry  cities  of  25,000  population  or  more,  but  less 

than  100,000,  None.  Population  None 

Number  dry  cities  of  10,000  population  or  more,  but  less 

than  25,000,  2.  Population  26,918 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  5,000  population  or  more,  but 

less  than  10,000,  '2.  Population  13,097 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  1,000  population  or  more,  but 

less  than  5,000,  25.  Population  49,356 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  less  than  1,000  population 73 

Population  32,987 

Area  under  no-license,  8,479  sq.  miles.  85.3  per  cent.  


license,  1,462  sq.  miles.  14.7  per  cent. 
Population  under  no-license,  635,662.  49.1  per  cent. 

Population  upder  license,  659,684.  50.9  per  cent. 
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Maryland  has  no  general  local  option  law,  but  many  of  the 
counties  have  secured  the  right  to  vote  on  the  liquor  question 
through  special  acts  passed  by  the  Legislature  upon  request  of 
the  delegations  representing  the  various  counties  in  the  Legisla- 
ture. As  a result  of  elections  held  under  these  legislative  acts, 
17  of  the  23  counties  of  the  state  have  adopted  no-license. 

Under  the  operation  of  this  plan  of  procedure,  Garrett,  Car- 
roll,  St.  Mary’s,  Charles,  Washington,  Frederick  and  Harford 
counties  have  voted  dry  in  the  last  three  years. 

All  of  the  wet  counties  have  more  or  less  dry  territory.  This 
is  also  true  of  the  city  of  Baltimore,  where,  in  certain  sections, 
the  sale  of  intoxicating  liquor  is  prohibited. 

The  question  of  state-wide  Prohibition  in  the  form  of  a 
statute  with  a referendum  attached  was  presented  to  the  Legis- 
lature of  1916.  A majority  of  the  members  of  both  houses  of  the 
Legislature  had  been  pledged  to  the  support  of  such  a law.  The 
bill,  however,  was  finally  changed  so  that  the  law,  when  passed, 
provided  for  each  unit  to  vote  separately.  That  is  to  say — Balti- 
more City  as  one  unit,  Baltimore  county,  Allegany  county,  Prince 
George’s  county,  Ellicott  City  in  Howard,  Havre  de  Grace  in  Har- 
ford and  Annapolis  in  Anne  Arundel  as  separate  units  and  Curtis 
Bay  and  Brooklyn  in  the  fifth  district  of  Anne  Arundel  county  as 
one  unit. 

A tremendous  campaign  inaugurated  early  in  the  summer  of 
1916  and  pushed  with  all  possible  aggressiveness  resulted  in 
adding  two  of  the  richest  and  most  populous  counties  of  the  state, 
namely,  Frederick  and  Washington,  and  Havre  de  Grace,  which 
is  the  only  wet  spot  in  Harford  county,  to  the  other  dry  territory 
of  the  state,  making  altogether  17  counties  which  will  be  dry 
when  the  law  goes  into  effect  in  the  last  three  mentioned  counties 
May  1,  1918.  The  action  of  these  three  units  in  voting  dry  closes 
113  saloons. 

From  1907-1917  the  number  of  liquor  licenses  in  the  city  of 
Baltimore  has  been  reduced  from  2,411  to  1,193.  This  has  been 
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due,  in  large  measure,  to  two  causes:  First,  the  increase  in  the 
license  fee  from  $250  to  $1,000  and,  second,  the  activity  of  the 
Liquor  License  Board  in  ferreting  out  and  refusing  licenses  to 
the  more  disreputable  places  backed  by  a growing  public  senti- 
ment against  the  saloon.  The  policy  of  the  board  in  this  regard, 
which  was  inaugurated  in  1912,  has  been  very  closely  followed  by 
the  new  board  which  took  office  in  1916. 

The  last  Legislature  enacted  a law  adding  $100  to  the  license 
fees  of  the  entire  state,  so  that  the  license  in  Baltimore  City  is 
now  $1,100. 


Names  and  Population  of  All  No-License  Counties 


Caroline 

. 19,216 

Garrett 

20,105 

St.  Mary’s. . . 

17,030 

Carroll 

. 33,934 

Harford  

27,965 

Talbot 

19,620 

Cecil 

. 23,759 

Kent 

16,957 

Washington. 

49,617 

Charles 

. 16,386 

Montgomery. 

32,089 

Wicomico 

26,815 

Dorchester. . 

. 28,669 

Queen  Anne’s 

16,389 

Worchester. . 

, 21,841 

Frederick  . 

. 52,673 

Somerset 

26,445 

Names  and  Population  of  All  No-License  Cities  of  10,000  Popula- 
tion But  Less  Than  25,000 

Hagerstown.  .16,507  Frederick  . . .10,411  'WffSSI 


Names  and  Population  of  All  No-License  Cities  of  5,000  Popula 
tion  But  Less  than  10,000 

Cambridge 6,407  Salisbury 6,690 


Names  and  Population  of  All  No-License  Municipalities  of  1,000 
Population  But  Less  Than  5,000 


Bel  Air 

.1,005 

Emmitsburg  . 

.1,054 

Port  Deposit  . 

.1,394 

Berlin  

..1,317 

Federalsburg 

.1,050 

Princess  Anne 

1,006 

Brunswick  . . 

..3,721 

Havre  de 

Rockville  

.1,181 

Centreville  . . 

..1,435 

Grace  

.4,212 

St.  Michaels  .. 

.1,517 

Chestertown 

..2,735 

Hyattsville  . . 

.1,917 

Snow  Hill 

.1,844 

Crisfield  .... 

..3,468 

Laurel  

.2,415 

Takoma  Park 

.1,242 

Denton 

, .1,481 

Oakland  

.1,366 

Westminster  . 

.3.295 

Easton  

..3,083 

Oxford  

..1,191 

Williamsport  . 

.1,571 

Elkton 

.2,487 

Pocomoke  City  2,369 

Names  and  Population  of  All  No-License  M 

unicipalities  of 

Less 

Than  1,000  Population 

Aberdeen  . . . 

. . 616 

Damascus  . . . 

..  170 

Hancock  

. 893 

Arundel-on- 

Deer  Park. . . . 

. 988 

Hillsboro  . . . . , 

..  209 

the-Bay  . . . 

..  9 

Delmar 

..  959 

Hurlock  

..  516 

Betterton  . . . , 

. ..  308 

E.  New  Market  280 

Keedysville  . . 

. 367 

Bishopville  . . 

..  262 

Friendsville  . . 

..  466 

Kensington  . . 

..  689 

Bloomington 

. . 372 

Funkstown  . . 

. 568 

Kitzmillersville  865 

Boonsboro  . . 

. . 759 

Gaithersburg 

..  625 

LaPlata  

..  269 

Bridgetown  . . 

..  19 

Galena 

. 262 

Laytonsville  . 

. 133 

Brookeville  . , 

. . 132 

Garrett  Park. 

..  185 

Leonardtown  . 

..  526 

Burkittsville  . 

, ..  228 

Girdletree  . . . 

..  325 

Loch  Lynn 

Cecilton  

. . 518 

Glen  Echo. . . . 

..  203 

Heights 

. 216 

Chari  etown  . . 

, ..  274 

Goldsboro 

..  201 

Manchester  . . 

..  523 

Church  Hill. . 

...  306 

Grantville  . . . 

..  248 

Middletown  . . 

. 692 

Clear  Spring 

. . 521 

Greensborough.  609 

Millington  . . . 

..  399 

Crumpton  . . . 

..  228 

Hampstead  . . 

..  555 

Mount  Airy. . . 

..  622 
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Mountain  Lake 

Park  335 

New  Market 320 

New  Windsor..  446 

North  East 974 

Ocean  City 476 

Perryville  635 

Piscataway 73 

Pittsville  300 

Point  of  Rocks..  476 
Pollesville  175 


Preston  288 

Queenstown  ....  279 

Ridgely  943 

Rising  Sun 416 

Rock  Hall 781 

Secretary  409 

Sharpsburg  ...  960 

Sharptown 722 

Smithburg 481 

Solomons  318 

Somerset  173 


Sudlersville  . . . 247 

Sykesville  565 

Taneytown  824 

Thurmont  903 

Trappe  273 

Union  Bridge...  804 

Vienna  332 

Walkersville  . . 582 
Woodsboro  . . . 362 
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Area,  8,039  sq.  miles.  Area  under  no-license,  5,574  sq.  miles 

Population  (1910),  3,366,416.  Population  under  no-license,  1,072,689 

Population  (estimated,  1915)  ..3,662,339 

Urban  population,  3,125,367.  Rural  population,  241,049 

Per  cent  urban  population,  92.8.  Per  cent  rural  population,  7.2 

Density  of  population  per  square  mile  418. & 

Foreign-born  population,  1,059,245.  Per  cent  foreign-born,  31.5 
Native  whites  of  foreign  or  mixed  parentage,  1,170,447.  Per  cent,  34.8 
Negro  population,  38,055.  Per  cent,  1.1 

Illiterate  persons  10  years  of  age  and  over,  141,541.  Percent,  5.2 
Illiterate  males  of  voting  age,  61,909.  Percent,  6.1 

Total  number  of  families,  734,013.  Number  persons  to  a family,  4.6 
Families  owning  homes,  240,445.  Per  cent,  32.7 

Families  renting  homes,  493,568.  Per  cent,  67.3 

Children  of  school  age,  727,344.  Number  pupils  enrolled,  535,869 
Persons  aged  15  to  20  years  attending  school,  105,600.  Per  cent,  29.2 
Number  church  communicants,  1,562,621.  Per  cent  of  population,  46.4 

Average  number  of  wage  earners  employed 606,698 

Number  paupers  in  almshouses  per  100,000  population 194.7 

Number  insane  in  hospitals  per  100,000  population  344.6 

Number  blind  in  asylums  per  100,000  population 60.8 

Number  state  prisoners  per  100,000  population 199.2 

Number  persons  holding  federal  retail  liquor  tax  receipts  (in- 
cluding drug  stores  and  all  other  places  retailing  liquors) . 4,851 

Number  druggists  1,785 

Number  breweries  (1916),  34.  Number  distilleries  (1916), ‘8 

Fermented  liquors  produced  in  1916  (barrels)  2,450,411 

Distilled  spirits  produced  in  1916  (gallons)  11,609,189.1 

Distilled  spirits  rectified  in  1916  (gallons)  5,113,592 

Bushels  grain  used  in  distilling,  1916  34,439 

Gallons  of  other  materials  used  in  distilling,  1916  15,007,189 

Number  dry  counties,  2.  Population  dry  counties,  190,468 

Number  dry  cities  of  100,000  population  or  more,  1.  Pop.,  104,839 

Number  dry  cities  of  25,000  population  or  more,  but  less 

than  100,000,  10.  Population 473,109 

Number  dry  cities  of  10,000  population  or  more,  but  less 

than  25,000,  17.  Population  250,537 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  5,000  population  or  more,  but 

less  than  10,000,  38.'  Population 266,694 

Number  dry  towns  of  1,000  population  or  more  but  less 

than  5,000,  121.  Population  273,955 
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Number  dry  municipalities  of  less  than  1,000  population... 
Population  . . 

Area  under  no-license,  5,574  sq.  miles.  69.  4 per  cent. 


Area  under  license,  2,465  sq.  miles.  30.6  per  cent. 
^PjunAUgn^u^^ym^jlmmg^l,072,689.  31.9  per  cent. 
Population  under  license,  2,293,727.  68.1  per  cent. 


Massachusetts  is  under  municipal  local  option.  This  law 
went  into  effect  in  1881.  From  that  time  to  May  1,  1916,  there 
had  been  held  in  the  cities  and  towns  of  Massachusetts  12,166 
local  option  elections,  of  which  number  9,264  resulted  in  no- 
license victories  and  2,902  resulted  in  license  victories. 

Of  the  above  number  1,160  elections  were  held  in  cities,  of 
which  531  resulted  in  no-license  victories  and  629  in  license 
victories.  Seventy  per  cent  of  the  town  elections  during  these 
35  years  have  resulted  in  no-license  victories. 

Two  cities  and  three  towns  have  always  voted  yes,  and  six 
cities  and  124  towns  have  always  voted  no,  during  the  35  years 
of  local  option.  The  following  shows  the  situation  for  the  year 
beginning  May  1,  1916: 

Cities — license,  19;  no-license,  17.  Towns — license,  68;  no- 
license, 249.  Total — license,  87;  no-license,  266.  Last  year,  total 
license,  90;  no-license  263;  net  gain  for  no-license  of  three  towns 

Total  vote  for  license,  212,902,  a decrease  of  9,637.  Total 
vote  for  no-license,  230,462,  an  increase  of  8,730.  Majority  for 
no-license,  17,560,  a decrease  of  907. 

City  vote  for  license,  159,177,  an  increase  of  15,041  in  the 
state,  but  ^outside  of  Boston  a decrease  of  1,219.  City  vote  for 
no-license,  52,942;  an  increase  of  15,924  in  the  state,  but  outside 
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of  Boston  a decrease  of  3,525.  Town  vote  for  license,  53,725;  a 
decrease  of  5,404.  Town  vote  for  no-license,  77,520;  a decrease 
of  7,194. 

Changed  to  license:  Athol,  Chester,  Clinton,  Dennis,  Gran- 

ville, Maynard,  Northampton,  Oxford,  Shelburne,  Williamsburg 
and  Worthington — 11. 

Changed  to  no -license:  Dana,  Ipswich,  Lenox,  Lynn,  Mon- 

roe, Montague,  Orange,  Otis,  Russell,  Salisbury,  Savoy,  South- 
wick,  Stockbridge  and  Washington — 14. 

The  municipal  elections  are  now  being  held  and  the  vote  at 
these  elections  determines  the  license  policy  for  the  year  begin- 
ning May  1,  1917.  Thus  far  there  have  been  six  changes — 
from  wet  to  dry:  Fall  River,  Fitchburg,  Haverhill,  Leominster, 

North  Adams  and  Taunton. 

The  Boston  no-license  campaign  in  1916  resulted  in  a license 
majority  of  23,089;  53,417  voting  for  license,  and  30,328  voting 
against  license.  The  vote  for  and  against  license  in  the  city  of 
Boston  for  the  last  five  years  is  as  follows: 


I 


1905  1 

1910  

1914  (January) I 

1915  

1916  1 


License 


'No-License 


License 


Vote 


Vote 


Majority 


55,045 

54,094 

48,344 

46,115 

53,417 


26,432 

26,972 

26,839 

31,877 

30,328 


28,613 
27,122 
21,505 
14, 2'3  8 
23,089 


The  above  years  are  compared  because  they  were  record  years  for  the 
license  vote  in  Boston.  January,  1914,  is  chosen  for  comparison  instead  of 
December,  1914,  as  there  was  a very  light  vote  on  the  license  question  in 
December  of  that  year. 

The  following  table  shows  gains  and  losses  for  no-license  by 
districts  for  the  years  1914,  1915  and  1916: 


District 

License 
Majority 
Jan.  1914 

License 
Majority 
Dec,  1915 

Gain 
for  No- 
License 
1915 

License 
Majority 
Dec.  1916 

Loss 
for  No- 
License 
1916 

East  Boston  

1 2,078 

1,256 

822 

2,331 

1,075 

Charlestown  

Business  Boston — 

1,982 

695 

1,287 

2,139 

1,444 

North  and  West  Ends... 

2,364 

1,865 

499 

2,579 

714 

South  End  

1,919 

912 

1,007 

1,510 

598 

Back  Bay  

2,360 

1,526 

834 

579 

$947 

South  Boston  

Roxbury  

2,390 

1,380 

1,010 

3,168 

1,788 

5,210 

3,390 

1,820 

6,374 

2,984 

Dorchester  

1,937 

2,070 

1 1 33 

3,388 

1,318 

Jamaica  Plain  

1,62*5 

1,207 

418 

1,025 

$ 182 

W.  Roxbury  and  Roslindale. . 

*64 

61 

tl25 

*233 

$294 

Brighton  and  Allston  

76 

237 

1 161 

358 

121 

Hyde  Park  

I *372 

*361 

til 

*129 

232 

Totals  

J 21,505  | 14,238  | 7,267 

1 23,089 

| 8,857 

*No-license  majority.  fLoss  for  no-license.  tGain  for  no-license. 


In  1916  the  Massachusetts  Anti- Saloon  League  secured  the 
passage  of  its  Liquor  Transportation  bill  which  prohibits  licensed 
liquor  dealers  from  transporting  and  delivering  liquors  in  dry 
communities.  This  bill  was  passed  after  a three  years’  fight  in 
the  Legislature.  It  has  stopped  absolutely  liquor  peddling  in  no- 
license towns  from  wagons  sent  out  by  licensed  liquor  dealers,  a 
condition  which  had  become  intolerable  in  many  communities. 
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In  the  Legislature  of  1917  the  Massachusetts  Anti- Saloon 
League  is  centering  its  legislative  work  on  two  bills,  one  affecting 
license  communities  and  the  other  no-license  communities. 

License  Limitation  Bill 

This  bill  seeks  to  amend  the  present  law  so  as  to  reduce  the 
number  of  licenses  possible  (1)  in  the  city  of  Boston  from  1,000 
to  750;  (2)  in  other  cities  and  towns  from  one  for  each  1,000  of 
the  population  to  one  for  each  1,500  of  the  population. 

Reports  from  many  different  points  clearly  indicate  that  there 
is  a feeling  even  on  the  part  of  those  who  are  not  Prohibitionists 
that  there  are  now  too  many  saloons. 

The  measure  has  the  merit  of  being  easy  to  explain,  it  cer- 
tainly is  worth  while  and  it  will  create  sentiment  that  will  be 
useful  in  connection  with  the  larger  fight  for  nation-wide  Prohi- 
bition. If  passed,  it  will  do  much  to  relieve  the  situation  in  the 
residential  districts  of  Boston.  It  will  lessen  the  amount  of  com- 
petition on  the  part  of  the  liquor  sellers  and  it  is  a well  estab- 
lished fact  that  competition  invariably  results  in  the  dealer  push- 
ing the  sale  of  his  goods,  often  leading  him  to  take  chances  in 
connection  with  the  violation  of  the  license  law.  It  would  greatly 
aid  the  Licensing  Boards  in  eliminating  many  of  the  so-called 
hotels  which  sell  liquor  on  Sundays  as  well  as  certain  cafes 
where  vice  and  prostitution  are  greatly  in  evidence. 

The  Express  Permit  Bill 

.The  present  law  as  interpreted  by  the  Supreme  Court  prac- 
tically compels  the  local  authorities  in  no-license  cities  and  towns 
to  grant  a liquor-carrying  permit  to  at  least  one  express  com- 
pany. This  is  true  even  in  communities  that  are  opposed  to  the 
granting  of  such  permits. 

The  Anti-Saloon  League  bill  will,  if  enacted,  make  it  possible 
for  the  local  authorities  to  refuse  to  grant  any  and  all  such 
permits. 

This  bill  is  of  vital  importance  to  all  no-license  cities  and 
towns,  especially  to  those  that  have  recently  adopted  the  no- 
license policy. 

In  1910-11  there  were  in  Boston  766  saloons;  in  1912-13  there 
were  667,  a decrease  of  99  in  Boston  alone.  In  1910-11  there  were 
in  Boston  915  places  licensed  to  sell  bottled  goods  to  be  consumed 
off  the  premises;  in  1912-13  there  were  only  295  such  places,  a 
decrease  of  620. 

In  1906  there  were  only  12  of  the  33  cities  in  Massachusetts 
under  no-license.  In  1917  there  were  17  cities  under  no-license, 
out  of  a total  of  36. 

Names  and  Population  of  All  No-License  Counties 

Nantucket 2,962  Norfolk 187,506 

Names  and  Population  of  All  No-License  Cities  of  100,000  Popula- 
tion or  More 

Cambridge 104,839 


Names  and  Population  of  All  No-License  Cities  of  25,000  Popula 
tion  or  More  But  Less  Than  100,000 


Brockton  ....  56,878 
♦Brookline  ..27,792 

♦Town 


Everett  33,484 

Lynn  89,336 

Malden  44,404 

Newton  39,806 


Quincy  32,642 

Salem  43,697 

Somerville  ...77.236 
Waltham  ....27,834 
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Names  and  Population  of  All  No- License  Cities  of  10,000  Popula- 
tion But  Less  Than  25,000 


Arlington  11,187 

Attleborough  16,215 

Beverly 18,650 

Framingham  12,948 
Leominster  ..17,580 
Medford  23,150 


Melrose  15,715 

Methuen  11,448 

Newburyport  14,949 

Peabody  15,721 

Plymouth  ....12,141 
Revere  18,219 


Wakefield  ...11,404 
Watertown  ..12,875 
Weymouth  ..12,895 
Winthrop  ....10,132 
Woburn  15,308 


Names  and  Population  of  All  No-License  Cities  of  5,000  Popula 
tion  But  Less  than  10,000 


Abington  5,455 

Amesbury  ....  9,894 

Amherst 5,112 

Belmont 5,542 

Braintree 8,066 

Bridgewater  ..7,688 
Chelmsford  ....5,010 

Concord  6,421 

Danvers 9,407 

Dedham  9,284 

Easton  5,139 

Fairhaven 5,122 

Franklin 5,641 


Hudson 6,743 

Ipswich  5,777 

Mansfield  5,183 

Marblehead  ...7,388 

Maynard  6,390 

Middleboro  ...8,214 

Milton  7,924 

Montague  ....  6,866 

Natick 9,866 

Needham  5,026 

N.  Andover  ...5,529 


N.  Attleboro  ..9,562 
Northbridge  ..8,807 


Norwood  8,014 

Orange  5,282 

Reading  5,818 

Rockland  6,928 

Saugus 8.047 

Stoneham  7,090 

Stoughton  ....  6,316 
Swampscott  ..6,204 
Wellesley  ....5,413 
Westmore  ....5,925 

Whitman 7,292 

Winchester  ...9,309 


Names  and  Population  of  All  No-License  Towns  of  1,000  Popula 
tion  But  Less  Than  5,000 


Acton  2,136 

Acushnet  1,692 

Ashburnham  .2,107 

Ashland  1,682 

Auburn  2,420 

Avon  2,013 

Ayer  2,797 

Barnstable  ...4,995 
Bellingham  ...1,696 

Billerica  2,789 

Bourne  2,474 

Buckland  ....1,573 

Canton  4,797 

Carver  1,663 

Chatham  1,564 

Clarksburg  ...1,207 
Cohasset  .......2,585 

Colrain  1,741 

Dalton  3,568 

Dartmouth  . . . 4,378 

Dighton  2,235 

Dracut  4,022 

Duxbury  1,688 

E.  Br’dgewater  3,363 
E.  L’ngmead’w  1,553 
Edgartown  . . .1,191 

Essex  1,621 

Falmouth  3,144 

Foxboro  3,863 

Freetown  1,471 


Georgetown  . 

.1,958 

Groveland  .... 

.2,253 

Groton  

.2,155 

Hanover  

.2,666 

Hanson  

.1,796 

Harvard  .... 

.1,034 

Harwich  .... 

.2,115 

Hatfield  

.1,986 

Hinsdale  .... 

.1,116 

Hingham 

.4,965 

Holbrook  . . . . 

.2,816 

Holden  

2,147 

Holliston  

.2,711 

Hopedale  . ... 

.2,188 

Hopkinton  . . 

.2,452 

Hubbardstown 

.1,073 

Kingston  .... 

.2,445 

Lakeville  . . . . 

.1,141 

Lancaster 

.2,464 

Lee  

.4,106 

Leicester  ... . . . 

Lenox  

.3,060 

Lexington  . . . 

.4,918 

Littleton  .... 

.1,229 

Longmeadow 

.1,084 

Ludlow  

.4,948 

Lunenburg  . . 

.1,393 

Manchester  . . 

.2,673 

Marion  

1,460 

Marshfield  . . . 

.1,738 

Mattapoisett 

.1,233 

Medfield  

.3,466 

Medway  

..2,696 

Merrimac  . . . 

.2,202 

Millis  

.1,399 

Nantucket  . . . 

,.2,962 

Newbury  . ... 

.1,482 

Northboro  ... 

.1,713 

Northfield  ... 

.1,642 

N.  Reading. . . 

.1,059 

Norton  

.2,544 

Norwell  

.1,410 

Orleans  

.1,077 

Pembroke  . . . 

.1,336 

Plainville  . . . 

.1,385 

Provincetown 

.4,369 

Randolph  . . . . 

..4,301 

Raynham  . . . 

.1,725 

Rehoboth  . . . 

.2,001 

Rochester  . . . 

.1,090 

Rockport  

.4,211 

Rowley  

.1,368 

Rutland  

.1,743 

Salisbury  . . . 

.1,658 

Scituate  

.2,482 

Seekonk  

.2,397 

Sharon  

.2,310 

Sherborn  

.1,428 
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Shirley  2,139 

Shrewsbury  ..1,946 

Somerset 2,798 

Southboro  ....  1,745 
South  Hadley  4,894 
Southwick  ...1,020 
Stockbridge  ..1,933 

Stow  1,115 

Sudbury  1,120 

Sunderland  ...1,278 
Swansea  1,978 


Templeton  3,756 

Tewksbury  ...3,750 

Tisbury  1,196 

Topsfield  1,173 

Townsend  1,761 

Uxbridge  4,671 

Upton  2,071 

Wareham 4,102 

Wayland  2,206 

Wenham  1,010 

W.  Bridgewat’r.2,231 


Westford 2,851 

Westminster  .1,353 
W.  Newbury.  .1,473 

Weston  2,106 

Westport  2,928 

Westwood  1,266 

Wilbraham  ...2,332 
Williamstown  3,708 
Wilmington  ..1,838 
Wrentham  . . . 1,743 
Yarmouth  ....1,420 


MICHIGAN 

Area,  57,480  sq.  miles.  Area  under  no-license,  57,480  sq.  miles 
Population  (1910),  2,810,173.  Population  under  no-license,  2,810,173 

Population  (estimated,  1915)  3,015,442 

Urban  population,  1,327,044.  Rural  population,  1,483,129 

Per  cent  urban  population,  47.2.  Per  cent  rural  population,  52.8 

Density  of  population  per  square  mile  48.9 

Foreign-born  population,  597,550.  Per  cent  foreign-born,  21.3 

Native  whites  of  foreign  or  mixed  parentage,  964,882.  Per  cent,  34.3 
Negro  population,  17,115.  Per  cent,  0.6 

Illiterate  persons  10  years  of  age  and  over,  74,800.  Percent,  3.3 
Illiterate  males  of  voting  age,  38,703.  Per  cent,  4.4 

Total  number  of  families,  657,418.  Number  persons  to  a family,  4.3 
Families  owning  homes,  398,616.  Per  cent,  60.6 

Families  renting  homes,  258,802.  Per  cent,  39.4 

Children  of  school  age,  758,747.  Number  pupils  enrolled,  541,501 
Persons  aged  15  to  20  years  attending  school,  108,032.  Per  cent,  33.7 
Number  church  communicants,  982,479.  Per  cent  of  population,  34.9 

Average  number  of  wage  earners  employed 271,090 

Number  paupers  in  almshouses  per  100,000  population 105.7 

Number  insane  in  hospitals  per  100,000  population 238.4 

Number  blind  in  asylums  per  100,000  population 56.0 

Number  state  prisoners  per  100,000  population 92.1 

Number  persons  holding  federal  retail  liquor  tax  receipts  (in- 
cluding drug  stores  and  all  other  places  retailing  liquors). 6, 256 

Number  druggists  1,724 

Number  breweries  (1916),  63.  Number  distilleries  (1916),  2 

Fermented  liquors  produced  in  1916  (barrels)  2,154,802 

Distilled  spirits  produced  in  1916  (gallons) 2,575,375.4 

Distilled  spirits  rectified  in  1916  (gallons)  .760,979.8 

Bushels  grain  used  in  distilling,  1916  None 

Gallons  of  other  materials  used  in  distilling,  1916 16,712,109 

Number  dry  counties,  83.  Population  dry  counties,  2,810,173 

Number  dry  cities  of  100,000  population  or  more,  2.  Pop.,  578,337 
Number  dry  cities  of  25,000  population  or  more,  but  less 

than  100,000,  7.  Population  261,592 

Number  dry  cities  of  10,000  population  or  more,  but  less 

than  25,000,  15.  Population  203,817 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  5,000  population  or  more,  but 

less  than  10.000,  24.  Population  166,749 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  1,000  population  or  more  but 

less  than  5,000,  138.  Population  273,598 
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Number  dry  municipalities  of  less  than  1,000  population 250 

Population  128,811 


Area  under  no-license,  57,480  sq.  miles.  100  per  cent. 

Area  under  license,  None. 

Population  under  no-license,  2,810,173.  100  per  cent. 

Population  under  license,  None. 

Michigan  has  adopted  constitutional  Prohibition.  The  pro- 
hibitory' amendment  to  the  constitution  was  submitted  to  a vote 
of  the  people  on  November  7,  1916.  As  a result  of  the  election 
held  on  that  date,  the  amendment  was  adopted  by  a majority  of 
68,324.  The  votes  cast  for  the  measure  numbered  353,378,  while 
those  cast  against  it  numbered  284,754.  Prohibition  goes  into 
effect  on  May  1,  1918. 

At  the  same  election  at  which  the  prohibitory  amendment 
was  adopted,  a so-called  home  rule  provision  initiated  by  the 
liquor  forces  of  the  state,  which  was  proposed  for  the  defeat  of 
state-wide  Prohibition  and  the  repeal  of  the  county  local  option 
law,  was  buried  under  a majority  of  122,599  votes. 

By  this  amendment  to  the  state  Constitution  the  fiat  of  Mich- 
igan’s electorate  has  gone  forth  in  these  words: 

“The  manufacture,  sale,  keeping  for  sale,  giving  away,  bar- 
tering or  furnishing  of  any  vinous,  malt,  brewed,  fermented, 
spirituous  or  intoxicating  liquors,  except  for  medicinal,  chemical, 
scientific  or  sacramental  purposes  shall  be,  after  April  30,  1918, 
prohibited  in  the  state  forever.  The  Legislature  shall  by  law 
provide  regulations  for  the  sale  of  such  liquors  for  medicinal, 
mechanical,  chemical,  scientific  and  sacramental  purposes.” 

Before  November  7,  1916,  45  counties  of  the  83  had  been 
carried  for  local  option. 

Statutory  Prohibition  was  adopted  in  Michigan  in  1853  and 
remained  on  the  statute  books  until  repealed  by  the  Legislature 
in  1875.  Constitutional  Prohibition  was  voted  on  in  1887  and 
defeated,  the  record  being  178,636  for,  and  184,251  against  the 
amendment. 

The  county  unit  local  option  law  was  enacted  by  the  Legis- 
lature of  1889.  Weak  in  its  provisions  of  enforcement,  it  was  not 
a success.  Several  counties  abolished  the  saloon  under  its  pro- 
visions, but  the  sentiment  necessary  to  sustain  the  law  was  lack- 
ing, and  county  after  county  slipped  back  into  the  license  col- 
umn— all  except  Van  Buren.  Nineteen  hundred  and  seven  re- 
vealed only  the  one  white  county  and  the  saloons  in  the  state 
totaled  nearly  6,000.  Beginning  with  1909  each  session  of  the 
Legislature  has  seen  the  county  unit  law  strengthened  by  amend- 
ments until  it,  with  supplementary  legislation,  gave  the  state 
township,  village  and  county  local  option  with  splendid  search 
and  seizure  laws,  as  well  as  many  restrictions  on  physicians  and 
druggists. 

On  November  2,  1915,  a great  mass  convention  of  temper- 
ance workers  was  held  in  Lansing  and  petitions  were  circulated, 
calling  for  a vote  on  a constitutional  Prohibition  amendment, 
which  vote  was  taken  on  November  7,  1916.  The  amendment  will 
go  into  effect  after  April  30,  1918,  putting  out  of  business  3,285 
saloons  and  79  breweries. 

Between  1906  and  1915  the  number  of  saloons  in  Michigan 
was  reduced  by  1,955.  The  county  option  elections  of  1915  closed 


342  additional  saloons,  and  those  of  1916  added  26  to  the  total 
put  out  of  business. 

The  Legislature  of  1909  enacted  a search  and  seizure  law  and 
provided  that  the  number  of  saloons  should  not  exceed  one  to 
500  of  the  population.  As  a result  of  this  law,  more  than  200 
saloons  in  the  Upper  Peninsula  of  Michigan  went  out  of  business 
on  May  1,  1912,  after  the  provisions  of  the  law  had  been  clearly 
set  forth  in  a decision  by  the  State  Supreme  Court. 

According  to  the  report  of  the  Attorney  General  of  Michigan 
for  the  year  ended  June  30,  1910,  there  were  226  prosecutions  for 
violations  of  the  local  option  law  in  37  dry  counties  of  the  state 
during  the  year,  while  there  were  691  prosecutions  for  violations 
of  the  saloon  laws  in  47  wet  counties.  This  means  that  during 
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the  year  there  were  more  than  two  violations  of  the  liquor  laws 
in  wet  counties  to  every  one  in  dry  counties. 

In  1911  the  Legislature  enacted  a law  permitting  the  saloons 
to  open  on  Washington’s  birthday,  Lincoln’s  birthday  and  Co- 
lumbus Lay.  The  anti-liquor  forces,  however,  succeeded  in  tack- 
ing an  amendment  to  this  holiday  bill,  giving  to  Councils  of  cities 
and  villages,  as  well  as  Township  Boards,  the  right  to  reject  any 
and  all  liquor  bonds. 

The  Legislature  of  1915  passed  what  is  known  as  the  Stevens 
bill,  which  provided  that  before  the  consignee  of  liquor  shipfnents 
could  receive  the  same,  he  must  make  affidavit  that  he  whs  of 
full  legal  age  and  not  disqualified  under  the  law  of  Michigan  to 
receive  the  same.  The  same  Legislature  also  passed  an  anti- 
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liquor  advertisement  bill.  It  grave  the  Township  Boards  the  right 
to  reject  all  applications  for  liquor  licenses  and  passed  a law  to 
prohibit  the  selling  or  furnishing  of  intoxicating  liquors  at  lumber 
camps,  or  on  or  along  the  right  of  way  of  logging  railroads  to  any 
employee  thereof. 

A statutory  Prohibition  bill  containing  a referendum  clause 
was  presented  to  the  Legislature  of  1915  for  adoption,  but  failed 
of  passage  because  the  date  of  referendum  provided  therein  was 
at  the  spring  election  rather  than  at  the  fall  election,  and  because 
of  numerous  provisions  for  the  enforcement  of  the  law  contained 
therein,  and  also  because  of  the  fact  that  there  seemed  to  be  a 
general  opinion  that  when  state-wide  Prohibition  was  submitted 
it  should  be  submitted  on  one  issue,  and  with  a constitutional 
amendment  rather  than  a statutory  provision  to  be  voted  upon 
by  the  people. 

Prior  to  the  adoption  of  the  prohibitory  amendment  in  1916, 
great  progress  had  been  made  in  the  no -license  campaigns  held 
from  year  to  year  in  the  counties  of  Michigan.  Under  the  pro- 
visions of  the  county  local  option  law,  45  of  the  83  counties  of  the 
state  had  been  carried  for  no-license.  In  January,  1908,  there 
was  just  one  dry  county  in  the  state.  In  January,  1909,  there 
were  11  dry  counties.  In  January,  1910,  there  were  30;  in  Janu- 
ary, 1911,  there  were  40;  in  January,  1912,  there  were  39;  in 
January,  1913,  there  were  35;  in  January,  1914,  there  were  33; 
in  January,  1915,  there  were  34;  in  January,  1916,  there  were  44, 
and  in  January,  1917,  there  were  45. 


MINNESOTA 

Area,  80,858  sq.  miles.  Area  under  no-license,  66,692  sq.  miles. 
Population  (1910),  2,075,708.  Population  under  no-license,  1,250,000 

Population  (estimated,  1915)  2,246,761 

Urban  population,  850,294.  Rural  population,  1,225,414 

Per  cent  urban  population,  41.0.  Per  cent  rural  population,  59.0 

Density  of  population  per  square  mile 25.7 

Foreign-born  population,  543,595.  Per  cent  foreign-born,  26.2 

Native  'whites  of  foreign  or  mixed  parentage,  941,136.  Per  cent,  45.4 
Negro  population,  7,084.  Percent,  0.3 

Illiterate  persons  10  years  of  age  and  over,  49,336.  Percent,  3.0 

Illiterate  males  of  voting  age,  23,603.  Percent,  3.7 

Total  number  of  families,  416,452.  Number  persons  to  a family,  5.0 
Families  owning  homes,  251,092.  Per  cent,  60.3 

Families  renting  homes,  165,360.  Per  cent,  39.7 

Children  of  school  age,  610,258.  Number  pupils  enrolled,  440,083 
Persons  aged  15  to  20  years  attending  school,  97,589.  Per  cent,  37.7 
Number  church  communicants,  834,442.  Per  cent  of  population,  40.2 

Average  number  of  wage  earners  employed  92,834 

Number  paupers  in  almshouses  per  100,000  population 33.1 

Number  insane  in  hospitals  per  100,000  population 228.5 

Number  blind  in  asylums  per  100,000  population 42.4 
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Number  state  prisoners  per  100,000  population 77.7 

Number  persons  holding  federal  retail  liquor  tax  receipts  (in- 
cluding drug  stores  and  all  other  places  retailing  liquors)  .4,923 

Number  druggists  ...1,003 

Number  breweries  (1916),  66.  Number  distilleries  (1916),  None 

Fermented  liquors  produced  in  1916  (barrels)  1,511,916 

Distilled  spirits  produced  in  1916  (gallons)  None 

Distilled  spirits  rectified  in  1916  (gallons)  2,054,071.5 

Bushels  grain  used  in  distilling,  1916  None 

Gallons  of  other  materials  used  in  distilling,  1916  None 

Number  dry  counties,  55.  Population  dry  counties,  815,096 

Number  dry  cities  of  100,000  population  or  more,  None.  Pop.,  None 
Number  dry  cities  of  25,000  population  or  more,  but  less 

than  100,000,  1.  Population  78,466 

Number  dry  cities  of  10,000  population  or  more,  but  less 

than  25,000,  None.  Population  None 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  5,000  population  or  more,  but 

less  than  10,000,  9.  Population  64,810 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  1,000  population  or  more,  but 

less  than  5,000,  81.  Population  154,875 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  less  than  1,000  population 314 

Population  134,120 

Area  under  no-license,  66,692  sq.  miles.  82.4  per  cent. 


Area  under  license,  14,166  sq.  miles.  17.6  per  cent. 
Population  under  no-license,  1,250,000.  60.2  per  cent. 

Population  under  license,  825,708.  39.8  per  cent. 


The  Legislature  of  1917  submitted  the  question  of  constitu- 
tional Prohibition  for  the  state  to  a vote  of  the  people.  The  vote 
will  be  taken  at  the  regular  election  in  the  fall  of  1918.  If  the 
amendment  is  adopted  it  will  go  into  effect  on  July  1,  1920.  The 
resolution  submitting  the  prohibitory  amendment  to  a vote  of  the 
people  was  passed  by  the  House  of  Representatives  on  January 
31,  1917,  by  a vote  of  80  to  49,  and  by  the  Senate  on  February  15, 
1917,  by  a vote  of  85  to  27. 

At  the  present  time  Minnesota  is  under  county  and  municipal 
option. 

The  municipal  local  option  law  applies  to  all  villages,  towns 
and  cities  of  less  than  10,000  and  was  enacted  by  the  Legislature 
in  1913.  The  county  option  law  was  enacted  by  the  Legislature 
of  1915.  Since  the  adoption  of  the  county  option  law,  March  1, 
1915,  57  counties  have  held  county  option  elections  and  44  of  them 
voted  out  the  saloons.  In  addition  to  this,  four  counties  are  dry 
by  local  option  and  six  are  dry  under  the  provisions  of  the  Chip- 
pewa Indian  treaty.  Minnesota  therefore  has  54  dry  counties,  out 
of  a total  of  86. 

In  the  1915  session  of  the  Legislature  a roadhouse  bill  was 
passed,  thus  closing  up  the  saloons  in  the  rural  districts  adjoining 
the  larger  cities,  and  bringing  to  an  end  these  obnoxious  places. 

In  June,  1916,  the  city  of  Duluth,  under  the  provisions  of  its 
charter,  held  a wet  and  dry  election  and  succeeded  in  voting  out 
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the  saloons  by  a majority  of  364.  Duluth  is  a city  of  90,000  people 
and  contained  167  saloons. 

The  Western  Brewer  is  authority  for  the  statement  that  the 
production  of  beer  in  Minnesota  for  the  year  1915  decreased 
217,000  barrels;  retail  value,  $5,300,000.  Thus  in  eight  months 
the  county  option  law  caused  the  evaporation  of  107,632,000  drinks. 

Hennepin  county  including  the  city  of  Minneapolis  voted  on 
the  liquor  question  in  1915.  On  the  face  of  the  returns  Prohibi- 
tion was  defeated  by  a majority  of  9,491  but  there  are  indications 
of  extensive  frauds  which  unquestionably  had  much  to  do  with 
this  result.  The  vote  for  Governor  in  Hennepin  county  in  1914 
was  51,987.  In  the  county  option  election  the  total  vote  showed 
the  amazing  increase  of  33  1-3  per  cent  over  the  gubernatorial  vote. 
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Aggressive  action  on  the  part  of  the  United  States  Indian 
Bureau  has  helped  in  decidedly  reducing  the  number  of  saloons 
in  the  various  sections  of  Minnesota.  As  a result  of  these  opera- 
tions, together  with  the  results  of  the  county  option  elections, 
about  500  saloons  were  closed  during  1915  together  with  12  whole- 
sale houses  and  an  equal  number  of  small  breweries. 

Prior  to  1913  the  only  local  option  law  in  Minnesota  was 
one  which  provided  for  a vote  on  the  liquor  question  in  towns 
and  villages,  but  an  amendment  adopted  by  the  Legislature  in 
June,  1913,  made  the  provisions  of  the  law  apply  as  well  to  cities 
of  the  fourth  class. 

In  1914,  under  the  operation  of  this  amended  law,  46  addi- 
tional towns  were  transferred  from  the  wet  to  the  dry  column 
closing  about  200  saloons  and  thus  bringing  the  total  number  of 
dry  towns  and  villages  in  the  state  up  to  304.  The  activity  of 
the  United  States  Indian  Bureau,  moreover,  during  1914  resulted 
in  the  closing  of  about  200  saloons  in  the  portion  of  the  territory 
covered  by  the  old  Indian  treaty. 


Names  and  Population  of  All  No-License  Counties 


Anoka 

12,493 

Itasca 

17,208 

Pennington . . 

, 9,376 

Besker 

18,840 

Jackson  

14,491 

Pine 

15,878 

Big  Stone 

9,367 

Kanabec .... 

6,461 

Polk 

, 36,001 

Carlton 

17,559 

Kandiyohi. .. 

18,969 

Pope 

12,746 

Cass 

11,620 

Kittson 

9,669 

Redwood. . .. 

. 18,425 

Chippewa. . . 

13,458 

Koochiching. 

6,431 

Renville 

23,123 

Chisago 

13,537 

Lac  qui  Parle 

15,435 

Rock 

. 10,222 

Clay 

19,640 

Lake 

8,011 

Roseau 

11,338 

Cook 

1,336 

Lincoln 

9,874 

Stevens 

8,293 

Cottonwood.. 

12,651 

Lyon 

15,722 

Swift 

12,949 

Dodge 

. 12,094 

Mahnoman. . 

3,249 

Todd 

. 23,407 

Douglas 

17,669 

Marshall 

16,338 

Travers 

8,049 

Faribault 

19,949 

Meeker  

17,022 

Wadena 

. 8,652 

Fillmore 

25,680 

Mille  Lacs... 

10,705 

Watonwran. . 

. 11,382 

Freeborn 

22,282 

Mower 

22,640 

Wilkin 

9,063 

Grant 

9,114 

Murray 

11,755 

Wright 

, 28,082 

Houston 

14,297 

Nobles 

15,210 

Yellow 

Hubbard .... 

9,831 

Norman 

13,446 

Medicine. . 

, 15,406 

Isanti 

12,615 

Otter  Tail... 

46,036 

Names  and  Population  of  All  No-License  Cities  of  25,000  Popula- 
tion or  More  But  Less  Than  100,000 

Duluth 78,466 

Names  and  Population  of  All  No-License  Cities  of  5,000  Popula- 
tion But  Less  than  10,000 

Albert  Lea 6,192  Chisholm 7,684  Fergus  Falls  ..6,887 

Austin  6,960  Cloquet 7,031  Hibbing 8,832 

Bemidji 5,099  Crookston  7,599  Owatonna 5,658 

Brainerd  8,526 

Names  and  Population  of  All  No-License  Municipalities  of  1,000 
Population  But  Less  Than  5,000 

Ada  1,432  Alexandria  ...3,001  Barnesville  ...1,353 

Adrian  1,112  Anoka  3,972  Benson  ..... ..1,677 

Aitkin  1,638  Appleton  1,221  Blue  Earth. . ..2,319 
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Bovey  1,377 

Breckenbridge  1,840 
Browns  Valley  1*058 
Buffalo  1,227 

Caledonia  ....  1,372 

Canby 1,528 

Cannon  Falls  .1,385 

Cass  Lake 2,011 

Chatfield  1,228 

Coleraine  1,613 

Dawson  1,318 

Delano  1,031 

Detroit  2,807 

E.  Grand  F’rks  2,533 

Excelsior  1,015 

Fairmont  2,958 

Farmington  ..1,024 

Fosston  1,075 

Frazee  1,645 

Glen  wood  ....2,161 
Grand  Rapids  2,230 
Granite  Falls  1,454 

Hastings  3,983 

Hutchinson  ...2.368 


International 

Falls  1,487 

Jackson  1,907 

Kenyon  1,237 

Lake  City  ....  3,142 
Lake  Crystal  .1,055 

Litchfield  2,333 

Long  Prairie  .1,250 

Luverne  2,540 

Medelia  1,273 

Madison  1,811 

Marshall  2,152 

Milaca  1,102 

Montevideo  ...3,056 
Moorhead  ....  4,840 

Morris  1,685 

Mountain  Lake  1,081 
Nashwauk  ....2,080 
Ortonville  ....1,774 

Osakis  1,013 

Park  Rapids  ..1,801 

Perham  1,376 

Pine  City  1,258 

Pipestone  2,475 

Plainview  1,175 


Preston  

.1,193 

Princeton  ... 

.1,555 

Redwood  Falls  1,666 

Renville 

.1,182 

Richfield  .... 

.2,673 

Rushford  

.1,011 

Sandstone  . . . 

.1,818 

Spring  Valley 

1,817 

St.  Charles  ... 

,1,159 

St.  James 

.2,102 

St.  Louis  Pk.. 

,1,743 

Staples 

2,558 

Thief  River 

Falls  

.3,714 

Tracy  

.1,876 

Two  Harbors 

4,990 

Wadena  

.1,820 

Warren  

.1,613 

Waseca  

.3,054 

Wells  

.1,755 

Wheaton  .... 

.1,300 

Willmar  

.4,135 

Windom  

.1,749 

Worthington 

.2,385. 

Zumbrota  . . . 

.1,138 

Names  and  Population  of  All  No-License  Municipalities  of  Less 
Than  1,000  Population 


Adams  5n76 

Albertville  £22 

Alden 544 

Alpha  223 

Amboy  435 

Annandale  ....  624 

Argyle  744 

Ashby 334 

Atwater  600 

Audubon  300 

Avoca  212 

Badger  395 

Bagley  801 

Balaton  364 

Barnum  262 

Barrett  278 

Battle  Lake...  567 

Beardsley 481 

Becker  201 

Belgrade 448 

Bellingham  ....  359 

Belview 290 

Bertha  296 

Bethel  221 

Big  Falls 325 

Big  Lake 229 


Bingham  Lake.  285 

Bird  Island 931 

Blackduck 942 

Borup  225 

Boyd  431 

Braham  406 

Brandon  276 

Brewster  311 

Bricelyn  352 

Brookpark  300 

Brooten  562 

Browerville 633 

Brownsdale  ...  264 
Brownsville  ...  361 

Bruno  229 

Buffalo  Lake...  371 

Burtrum  217 

Butterfield  377 

Byron  . 272 

Callaway  276 

Calumet 245 

Cambridge 900 

Campbell  303 

Canton  345 

Carlton 597 

Center  City 252 


Chandler 225 

Chisago  City...  276 

Chokio 328 

Clara  City 587 

Claremont  275 

Clarissa  364 

Clarkfield  603 

Clarksgrove  ...  275 
Clearwater  ....  311 

Climax  269 

Clinton  384 

Cohasset 521 

Cokato  718 

Comstock  275 

Cottonwood  . . . 770 

Currie  329 

Danube  217 

Danvers  215 

Dassel 643 

Deer  Creek 313 

Deer  River 900 

Deerwood 586 

DeGraff  215 

Delavan  284 

Dent 244 

Dexter  281 
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Dilworth  400 

Dodge  Center. . 957 

Donnelly 276 

Dover 233 

Dovray  200 

Eagle  Bend 551 

Eagle  Lake 231 

Easton  262 

Echo 430 

Eden  Valley 740 

Edgerton  381 

Eitzen  275 

Elbow  Lake 776 

Eldred  200 

Elgin  324 

Ellendale  261 

Ellsworth 536 

Elmore  795 

Emmons  223 

Erskine 324 

Evansville 389 

Eyota  423 

Fairfax 815 

Fertile  614 

Fisher 328 

Foley  710 

Foreston  204 

Fountain 321 

Foxhome 206 

Franklin  439 

Freeborn  275 

Freeburg  200 

Fulda 743 

Garvin  450 

Gary  251 

Ghent 210 

Glenville 368 

Glyndon  295 

Gordonsville  . . 275 

Graceville  987 

Granada 333 

Grand  Marais..  355 
Grand  Meadow*  552 

Grandy  200 

Greenbush 274 

Grey  Eagle 378 

Grove  City 351 

Hallock  910 

Halstad 494 

Hancock 524 

Hanley  Falls. ...  275 

Hanover 267 

Hanska  310 

Hardwick 292 

Harmony 655 


Harris 673 

Hartland  227 

Hassman  

Hasty  275 

Hawley 800 

Hayfield  586 

Hayward  300 

Hector 866 

Hendricks  406 

Hendrum 355 

Henning 603 

Herman 604 

Heron  Lake 803 

Hewitt 322 

Hill  City 220 

Hills 398 

Hinckley 673 

Hitterdal  325 

Hoffman  391 

Hokah 400 

Holloway  215 

Holmes  City  ...200 

Houston  700 

Howard  Lake. . 626 
Hubbard  264 

Iona  300 

Isanti 316 

Ivanhoe 484 

Jasper 704 

Jeffers  227 

Kasson  932 

Keewatin 695 

Kelliher 294 

Kellogg  372 

Kennedy 232 

Kensington  ....  244 

Kent  238 

Kerkhoven  ....  432 

Kiester  258 

Kimball  312 

Knife  River...  491 
LaCrescent  ....  372 
Lake  Benton...  844 

Lakefield  924 

Lake  Park 740 

Lake  Wilson. . . 219 

Lamberton  652 

Lancaster  204 

Lanesboro  987 

Lansing  225 

La  Salle  175 

LeRoy  702 

Lewisville  218 

Lindstrom  522 

Lismore  268 


Lowry  252 

Lyle  552 

Lynd  225 

McIntosh  634 

Mabel  549 

Mahnomen  ....  796 
Mantorville  ...  410 
Maple  Lake....  522 

Marble  887 

Marietta  338 

Marine  Mills  . . 526 

Maynard  38® 

Menagha  346 

Mentor  222 

Milan  468 

Minneiska  ....  395 

Minneota  819 

Minnesota  Lake  445 
Minnetonka 

Beach  166 

Monticello 858 

Montrose  284 

Moose  Lake....  526 

Mora  892 

Morgan  553 

Morristown  . . . 592 

Morton  761 

Motley  428 

Murdock 288 

Nashua  271 

Nassau 213 

Nerstrand  292 

Nevis  238 

Newjfolden  375 

New  London. . . 418 
New  Richland.  685 
New  York  Mills  474 
North  Branch.  642 

Northome  206 

Nymore 834 

Odessa  235 

Ogilvie  270 

Olivia  960 

Onamia  314 

Oslo  344 

Ostrander  300 

Ottertail  176 

Parker’s  Prairie  383 

Paynesville  901 

Pequot  260 

Paterson 266 

Pillager  216 

Pine  Island 834 

Pine  River 329 

Porter 253 
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Racine  275 

Raymond 334 

Reading  ......  225 

Richville 255 

Robbinsdale  ....  765 

Rockford  287 

Rolling  Stone..  205 

Roosevelt 252 

Roseau  644 

Rose  Creek 202 

Rothsay  343 

Round  Lake 237 

Rush  City 964 

Rushmore  237 

Russell  262 

Ruthton  290 

Sabin  300 

Sacred  Heart. . 587 

Sanborn 462 

Scandon 572 

Sebeka  428 

Shafer  250 

Slayton  850 

South  Haven...  287 
Spicer 228 


Spring  Grove...  620 


St.  Francis 400 

St.  Hilaire 468 

St.  Michale. . . . 401 
St.  Paul  Park..  832 

St.  Vincent 328 

Stacy  250 

Starbuck  497 

Stephen  618 

Steen  275 

Stewartville  ...  794 

Storden  450 

Taconite  549 

Taunton 205 

Taylors  Falls..  454 

Tenstrike 250 

Theilman  200 

Tintah 217 

Truman  451 

Twin  Valley 543 

Tyler 614 

Ulem  438 

Underwood  . . . 425 

Vergas  237 

Verndale  538 

Vernon  Center.  289 
Vesta  243 
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Villard 260 

Vining 212 

Wabasso 343 

Wahkow  450 

Waite  Park  ...  406 

Walker 917 

Walnut  Grove..  366 

Warroad 927 

Watkins  366 

Waubun 230 

Waverly 460 

Wayzata 492 

Westbrook  ....  429 
West  Concord.  584 
White  Earth...  325 
Willow  River.  . * 212 

Wilmont  258 

Wilton  215 

Winger  300 

Wolverton  ....  350 

Wood  Lake 292 

Wykoff  456 

Wyoming  207 
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Area,  46,362  sq.  miles.  Area  under  no-license,  46,362  sq.  miles. 
Population  (1910),  1,797,114.  Population  under  no-license,  1,797,114 

Population  (estimated,  1915)  1,926,778 

Urban  population,  207,311.  Rural  population,  1,589,803 

Per  cent  urban  population,  11.5.  Per  cent  rural  population,  88.5 

Density  of  population  per  square  mile  38.8 

Foreign-born  population,  9,770.  Per  cent  foreign-born,  0.5 

Native  whites  of  foreign  or  mixed  parentage,  19,489.  Per  cent,  1.1 
Negro  population,  1,009,487.  Per  cent,  56.2 

Illiterate  persons  10  years  of  age  and  over,  290,235.  Percent,  22.4 
Illiterate  males  of  voting  age,  107,843.  Percent,  25.3 

Total  number  of  families,  384,724.  Number  persons  to  a family,  4.7 
Families  owning  homes,  127,157.  Percent,  33.0 

Families  renting  homes,  257,567.  Per  cent,  67.0 

Children  of  school  age,  611,119.  Number  pupils  enrolled,  469,137 
Persons  aged  15  to  20  years  attending  school,  90,972.  Per  cent,  39.0 
Number  church  communicants,  657,381.  Per  cent  of  population,  31.0 

Average  number  of  wage  earners  employed 46,702 

Number  paupers  in  almshouses  per  100,000  population 24.3 

Number  insane  in  hospitals  per  100,000  population 110.1 

Number  blind  in  asylums  per  100,000  population 74.5 

Number  state  prisoners  per  100,000  population 127.0 
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Number  persons  holding  federal  retail  liquor  tax  receipts  (in- 
cluding drug  stores  and  all  other  places  retailing  liquors). 309 


Number  druggists  598 

Number  breweries  (1916),  None.  Number  distilleries  (1916),  None 

Fermented  liquors  produced  in  1916  (barrels)  None 

Distilled  spirits  produced  in  1916  (gallons)  None 

Distilled  spirits  rectified  in  1916  (gallons)  .> None 

Bushels  grain  used  in  distilling,  1916  None 

Gallons  of  other  materials  used  in  distilling,  1916  ....None 

Number  dry  counties,  79.  Population  dry  counties,  1,797,114 

Number  dry  cities  of  100,000  population  or  more,  None.  Pop.,  None 
Number  dry  cities  of  25,000  population  or  more,  but  less 

than  100,000,  None.  Population  None 

Number  dry  cities  of  10,000  population  or  more,  but  less 

than  25,000,  None.  Population  .None 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  5,000  population  or  more,  but 

less  than  10,000,  5.  Population  88,885 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  1,000  population  or  more,  but 

less  than  5,000,  59.  Population  120,824 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  less  than  1,000  population 266 

Population  ....96,156 

Area  under  no-license,  46,362  sq.  miles.  100  per  cent. 

Area  under  license,  None. 

Population  under  no-license,  1,797,114.  100  per  cent. 

Population  under  license,  None. 


Mississippi  is  under  state-wide  Prohibition.  The  Prohibi- 
tion statute  was  enacted  by  the  Legislature  in  February,  1908, 
and  went  into  effect  January  1,  1909. 

In  1912  the  Legislature  passed  three  very  important  meas- 
ures: (1)  Upon  second  conviction  the  convict  must  work  on 

the  road  as  well  as  pay  his  fine,  ranging  from  $50  to  $500.  (2) 

The  third  offense  becomes  a felony,  with  from  three  to  five 
years  in  the  penitentiary.  (3)  County  or  city  boards  are  now 
allowed  by  law  to  appropriate  one-third  of  the  liquor  fines  to 
pay  all  expenses  of  convicting  the  seller.  This  makes  one 
blind  tiger  pay  for  convicting  another.  Other  laws  also  were 
strengthened.  It  is  a crime  to  solicit  liquor  sales,  to  order  liquor 
for  another,  to  take  an  order  from  another  or  to  permit  liquor 
to  be  stored  in  one’s  building,  even  if  leased  to  another.  When 
juries  fail  to  convict,  as  they  do  in  some  counties,  procedure  is 
before  the  chancellor,  who  enjoins  and  fines  the  culprit  $1,500.  If 
he  sells  again  he  is  jailed  for  contempt.  Both  the  chancellor  and 
the  Circuit  Judge  can,  and  often  do,  put  the  convicted  liquor 
seller  under  $2,000  bond  not  to  sell  for  two  years. 

Additional  legislation,  passed  by  the  Legislature  of  1914, 
however,  has  greatly  strengthened  the  enforcement  features  of 
the  prohibitory  law.  This  new  legislation  prohibits  the  intra- 
state shipment  of  intoxicating  liquors,  the  keeping  of  liquor  in 
any  locker  of  any  social  club  or  any  other  organization  for  use 
therein,  and  provides  very  strict  regulations  for  railroad  com- 
panies delivering  intoxicating  liquors  shipped  from  outside  the 
state  for  any  purpose. 
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The  Legislature  of  1916  enacted  the  most  drastic  laws  ever 
spread  upon  the  statute  books  of  the  state,  making  it  unlawful 
to  receive  more  than  one-half  gallon  of  vinous  or  three  gallons  of 
malt  liquors,  one  quart  of  spirituous  liquors,  or  more  than  one 
kind  of  these  three  kinds  of  liquors,  within  any  period  of  15  days. 
It  was  also  made  unlawful  for  any  public  carrier  or  other  person 
to  deliver  liquor  except  as  above  prescribed. 

The  agent  of  any  public  carrier  must  take  a written  receipt 
from  any  person  receiving  liquors,  which  must  be  filed  within 
three  days  with  the  Circuit  Clerk.  The  agent  also  must  keep  a 
record  of  all  liquors  delivered  and  of  the  names  of  the.  consignees. 
No  liquor  is  allowed  to  be  carried  to  or  kept  in  any  club  or  asso- 
ciation. Advertising  in  every  manner  is  prohibited.  No  property 
rights  inhere  in  illegal  quantities  of  liquor  or  in  any  receptacle, 
vessel,  vehicle  or  other  equipment  for  handling  in  any  way  illegal 
quantities  of  liquor.  There  are  many  other  valuable  features  of 
this  new  law,  but  too  numerous  to  record  here,  which  have  aided 
very  much  in  law  enforcement.  It  would  be  safe  to  say  that  both 
the  quantity  of  liquor  consumed  and  the  amount  of  crime  have 
been  reduced  under  the  new  laws  55  per  cent.  This  statement 
is  based  upon  statements  of  express  agents,  Judges  of  the  various 
courts,  Prosecuting  Attorneys  and  other  law  enforcement  agen- 
cies. This  law  has  absolutely  broken  up  advertising  in  Missis- 
sippi and  has  prevented  the  sales  and  consumption  of  liquor  in 
a very  reasonable  and  satisfactory  manner. 

Prior  to  the  adoption  of  Prohibition,  Mississippi  was  under 
a local  option  law  adopted  in  1886.  As  a result  of  the  operation 
of  this  law,  69  of  the  77  counties  in  the  state  of  Mississippi  had 
adopted  Prohibition  before  the  state-wide  law  was  enacted,  leav- 
ing only  about  10  per  cent  of  the  state’s  entire  area  to  be  changed 
from  the  license  into  the  no-license  column  when  the  prohibitory 
law  went  into  effect. 
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Area,  68,727  sq.  miles.  Area  under  no-license,  61,854  sq.  miles 

Population  (1910),  3,293,835.  Population  under  no  license,  1,745,467 

Population  (estimated,  1915)  3,391,789 

Urban  population,  1,398,817.  Rural  population,  1,894,518 

Per  cent  urban  population,  42.5.  Per  cent  rural  population,  57.5 

Density  of  population  per  square  mile  47.9 

Foreign-born  population,  229,779.  Per  cent  foreign-born,  7.0 

Native  whites  of  foreign  or  mixed  parentage,  518,201.  Per  cent,  15.8 
Negro  population,  157,452.  Percent,  4.8 

Illiterate  persons  10  years  of  age  and  over,  111,116.  Per  cent,  4.3 
Illiterate  males  of  voting  age,  51,284.  Percent,  5.3 

Total  number  of  families,  749,812.  Number  persons  to  a family  ,4.4 
Families  owning  homes,  374,461  Per  cent,  49.9 

Families  renting  homes,  375,351.  Percent,  50.1 

Children  of  school  age,  971,534.  Number  pupils  enrolled,  707,031 
Persons  aged  15  to  20  years  attending  school,  142,022.  Per  cent,  35.4 
No.  church  communicants,  1,199,239.  Per  cent  of  population,  36.4 

Average  number  of  wage  earners  employed 152,182 

Number  paupers  in  almshouses  per  100,000  population 72.5 

Number  insane  ip  hospitals  per  100, 0QQ  population  187.3 
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Number  blind  in  asylums  per  100,000  population 74.1 

Number  state  prisoners  per  100,000  population 107.0 

Number  persons  holding  federal  retail  liquor  tax  receipts  (in- 
cluding drug  stores  and  all  other  places  retailing  liquors) . 8,095 

Number  druggists  2,439 

Number  breweries  (1916),  46.  Number  distilleries  (1916),  23 

Fermented  liquors  produced  in  1916  (barrels)  3,344,092 

Distilled  spirits  produced  in  1916  (gallons)  194,171.9 

Distilled  spirits  rectified  in  1916  (gallons)  3,561,798.3 

Bushels  grain  used  in  distilling,  1916  46,816 

Gallons  of  other  materials  used  in  distilling,  1916  None 

Number  dry  counties,  85.  Population  dry  counties,  1,466,605 

Number  dry  cities  of  100,000  population  or  more,  None.  Pop.,  None 
Number  dry  cities  of  25,000  population  or  more,  but  less 

than  100,000,  None.  Population  None 

Number  dry  cities  of  10,000  population  or  more,  but  less 

than  25,000,  None.  Population  None 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  5,000  population  or  more,  but 

less  than  10,000,  11.  Population  68,324 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  1,000  population  or  more,  but 

less  than  5,000,  114.  Population  ...... 228,446 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  less  than  1,000  population 441 

Population  168,350 

Area  under  no-license,  61,854  sq.  miles.  90  per  cent, 


Area  under  license,  6,873  sq.  miles.  10  per  cent. 

Population  under  no-license,  1,745,467.  53.0  per  cent. 

Population  under  license,  1,547,868.  47.0  per  cent. 

Missouri  is  under  local  option,  the  law  adopted  in  1887,  per- 
mitting the  liquor  question  to  be  settled  by  a vote  of  the  people 
in  each  county,  exempting  from  the  operation  of  the  law  cities 
containing  a populaiton  of  2,500  or  more,  and  permitting  these 
cities  to  vote  as  separate  units. 

Under  the  law,  the  elections  cannot  be  held  in  either  cities  or 
counties  more  frequently  than  once  in  four  years.  There  are  114 
counties  besides  the  city  of  St.  Louis  (it  being  a separate  civic  unit) 
in  the  state.  Of  these  85  are  dry  and  14  others  are  dry  outside  of  cities 
of  2,500  population  exempted  from  the  effect  of  the  county  vote. 

The  Legislature  of  1913  enacted  a county  option  law  pro- 
viding for  a vote  on  the  liquor  question  in  each  county 
without  exempting  the  cities  of  any  class.  The  liquor  forces 
secured  a referendum  on  this  law,  however,  and  in  the  general 
election  of  1913  it  was  voted  down  along  with  the  14  other 
amendments  on  the  ballot.  The  defeat  of  the  local  option  law 
and  the  other  measures  which  were  voted  down  at  the  same 
time  arises  almost  entirely  from  the  peculiar  difficulties  of  the 
referendum  and  initiative  in  the  state  of  Missouri. 

Prohibition  sentiment  in  Missouri  has  made  a splendid  growth 
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within  the  past  five  years.  During  that  time  84  local  option  elec- 
tions have  been  held  and  of  these  the  temperance  forces  have  won 
68.  Outside  the  three  mining  towns  of  Jasper  county,  that  are 
peculiarly  located,  only  three  other  elections  in  these  five  years 
returned  from  dry  to  wet.  These  exceptions  are  Morgan  county, 
Chillicothe  and  Fulton,  where  lack  of  good  organizations  coupled 
with  overconfidence  brought  defeat  by  small  majorities.  Each  of 
these  three  has  returned  to  the  dry  column. 

In  spite  of  the  handicap  of  the  world’s  largest  brewing  in- 
terest and  a large  foreign  population,  Missouri  is  making  splen- 
did headway  against  the  liquor  traffic.  During  1916  the  following 
battles  were  fought  by  the  Prohibition  forces  with  the  result  that 
the  liquor  traffic  LOST  in  every  case,  either  by  being  voted  out 
entirely  or  their  wet  majority  being  materially  reduced: 


Place 

Date 

Previous  Vote 

1916  Vote 

Cooper  county 

January  8 

500  wet 

311  dry 

Fulton 

January  23 

500  wet 

311  dry 

Maryville 

February  3 

36  wet 

702  dry 

Morgan  county 

March  14 

136  wet 

150  dry 

Knox  county 

March  23 

540  dry 

970  dry 

Adair  county 

May  27 

125  dry 

700  dry 

Benton  county 

June  3 

531  wet 

164  wet 

Platte  county 

June  3 

816  wet 

116  wet 

Chillicothe 

Tune  12' 

28  wet 

212  dry 

Lexington 

July  5 

600  wet 

311  wet 

Richmond 

August  11 

dry 

145  dry 

In  these  contests  the  dry  vote  of  the  state  was  increased  by 
4,255  and  the  former  wet  majorities  were  reduced  by  1,358;  in 
other  words,  the  dry  vote  was  increased  by  5,613. 

During  1916  there  was  waged  a campaign  for  state-wide  Pro- 
hibition. This  contest  was  forced  upon  the  state  by  two  indi- 
viduals who,  taking  advantage  of  the  initiative  law,  put  the  con- 
test on  in  spite  of  the  protest  of  every  organized  temperance 
force  of  the  state.  When  the  election  was  called,  however,  the 
Anti-Saloon  League  threw  its  force  into  the  fight,  organized  the 
counties  and,  after  a hard  struggle,  succeeded  in  carrying  the 
state,  outside  of  St.  Louis,  dry  by  over  5,000  majority — St.  Louis 
rolling  up  more  than  100,000  wet,  thus  holding  the  state  but  at 
a reduced  wet  majority  of  96,000  votes. 

Three  breweries  in  St.  Louis  have  gone  into  bankruptcy  dur- 
ing the  past  year  and  many  saloons  have  gone  out  of  business 
voluntarily  because  of  the  decrease  of  business. 

Missouri  is  now  about  53  per  cent  dry  as  to  population  and 
about  90  per  cent  as  to  territory.  Eleven  of  Missouri’s  16  Con- 
gressmen voted  dry  on  the  Hobson  Prohibition  bill.  Four  voted 
wet,  one  not  voting.  Missouri’s  two  Senators,  Reed  and  Stone, 
vote  and  work  wet  all  the  time. 

By  action  of  the  Legislature  of  1917  a state-wide  prohibitory 
amendment  has  been  submitted  to  a vote  of  the  people,  to  be 
taken  at  the  regular  election  in  November,  1918.  If  Prohibition 
is  adopted  by  a majority  vote  of  the  people  it  will  go  into  effect 
January  1,  1920. 

In  1915  the  elections  were  forced  in  a number  of  important 
wet  centers  and  of  a total  of  17  local  option  elections  11  were  won 
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by  the  drys.  Elections  were  held  in  the  following  places,  with 
the  result  shown: 


Place 

Previous  Vote 

1915  Vote 

Excelsior  Springs  

36  wet 

Farmington  

29  dry 

Oregon  county  

300  dry 

624  dry 

Taney  county  

71  dry 

700  dry 

Miller  county  

580  dry 

1,468  dry 

St.  Francois  county  

500  wet 

968  dry 

Monett  

1 wet 

Carrollton  

21  wet 

185  dry 

Clinton  

236  dry 

Kennett  

69  dry 

Carroll  county  

1,331  dry 

Rich  Hill  

90  dry 

Brookfield  

202  wet 

Boonville  

236  wet 

Lafayette  county  

71  wet 

Moberly  

873  wet 

509  wet 

Washington  county  

345  dry 

The  number  of  dramshops  in  the  state  of  Missouri  on  April  1 
was  3,510  scattered  throughout  29  counties  and  the  city  of  St. 
Louis.  This  leaves  85  counties  without  dramshops.  Following  is 
the  list  of  counties  infested  with  these  parasites  and  the  number 
in  each: 

Barry  8,  Benton  3,  Buchanan  164,  Butler  17,  Cape  Girardeau  21, 
Clay  4,  Cole  29,  Cooper  7,  Franklin  21,  City  of  St.  Louis  2,152,  Gas- 
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conade  8,  Greene  30,  Jackson  519,  Jasper  71,  Jefferson  40,  Lafayette 
20,  Linn  5,  Marion  41,  Osage  13,  Pemiscot  13,  Perry  21,  Pike  9, 
Platte  9,  Pettis  26,  Randolph  13,  Scott  15,  St.  Louis  156,  St.  Genev- 
ieve 16,  St.  Charles  46,  Warren  13. 

The  amount  of  license  tax  paid  by  each  dramshop  under  the 
new  law  passed  by  the  last  Legislature  and  now  in  force  is  $400 
for  state;  $500  to  $800  for  county  purposes,  and  the  municipality 
may  place  the  tax  at  any  figure  that  is  not  considered  confiscatory 
by  the  courts. 

In  the  above  list  of  counties  having  the  dramshop  the  fol- 
lowing counties  have  only  one  or  two  wet  cities  in  a county  that 
has  voted  dry  outside  of  those  cities: 

Pike  county,  with  Louisiana  wet. 

Marion  county,  with  only  Hannibal  and  Palmyra  wet. 

Linn  county,  with  only  Brookfield  and  Marceline  wet. 

Randolph  county,  with  only  Moberly  and  Huntsville  wet. 

Cooper  county,  with  only  Boonville  wet. 

Clay  county,  with  only  Excelsior  Springs  wet. 

Jackson  county,  with  only  Kansas  City  wet. 

Pettis  county,  with  only  Sedalia  wet. 

WET  AND  DRY  MAP  OF  MISSOURI,  JANUARY  1,  1917 
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Green  county,  with  only  Springfield  wet. 

Barry  county,  with  only  Monett  wet. 

Jasper  county,  with  only  Joplin,  Webb  City,  Carterville  and 
Carthage  wet. 

The  following  wet  counties  have  cities  that  have  voted  dry: 

Scott,  with  Sikeston  dry. 

St.  Louis,  with  Kirkwood  and  Webster  Groves  dry. 

Lafayette  with  Higginsville  dry. 

The  licensing  authority  in  the  county  is  the  County  Court 
with  the  exception  of  the  cities  of  St.  Louis,  Kansas  City,  and 
St.  Joseph  and  St.  Louis  county.  The  state  appoints  one  Excise 
Commissioner  for  St.  Louis,  two  Police  Commissioners  for  Kansas 
City,  two  for  St.  Joseph,  and  two  Excise  Commissioners  for  St. 
Louis  county.  In  Kansas  City  the  licensing  power  is  divided  be- 
tween these  Police  Commissioners  and  the  County  Court  of  Jack- 
son  county.  St.  Joseph,  being  under  special  charter,  claims  ex- 
clusive power  in  the  matter  of  dramshops. 

The  voters  elect  the  County  Courts  and  the  Governor  and 
Legislature  that  appoint  the  Excise  and  Police  Commissioners, 
and  the  people  in  the  block  or  township  or  municipality  must 
directly  ask  for  a dramshop.  Therefore,  no  saloon  can  exist  in 
Missouri  without  the  direct  consent  and  petition  of  the  people. 


Names  and  Population  of  All  No-License  Counties 


Adair 

. 22,700 

Grundy 

16,744 

Oregon 

14,681 

Andrew 

. 15,282 

Harrison. . . . 

20,466 

Ozark 

11,926 

Atchison. . . . 

. 13,604 

Henry 

27,242 

Phelps 

15,796 

Audrain 

. 21,687 

Hickory 

8,741 

Polk 

21,561 

Barton 

. 16,747 

Holt 

14,539 

Pulaski 

11,438 

Bates 

. 25,869 

Howard 

15,653 

Putnam 

14,308 

Bollinger. . . 

. 14,576 

Howell 

21,065 

Ralls 

12,913 

Boone 

. 30,533 

Iron 

8,563 

Ray 

21,451 

Caldwell 

. 14.605 

Johnson 

26,297 

Reynolds.  . . . 

9,592 

Callaway  . . 

. 24,400 

Knox 

12,403 

Ripley 

13,099 

Camden. . . . 

. 11,582 

Laclede 

17,363 

St.  Clair 

16,412 

Carroll 

. 23,098 

Lawrence . . . 

26,583 

St.  Francois. 

35,738 

Carter 

. 5,504 

Lewis 

15,514 

Saline 

29,448 

Cass 

. 22,973 

Lincoln 

17,033 

Schuyler. . . . 

9,062 

Cedar 

. 16,080 

Livingston  . 

19,453 

Scotland 

11,869 

Chariton.. . . 

. 23,503 

McDonald.  . . 

13,539 

Shannon. . . . 

11,443 

Christian. . . 

. 15,832 

Macon 

30,868 

Shelby 

14,864 

Clark 

. 12,811 

Madison 

11,273 

Stoddard 

27,807 

Clinton 

. 15,297 

Maries 

10,088 

Stone 

11,559 

Cooper  . . . . 

. 20,311 

Mercer 

12,335 

Sullivan 

18,598 

Crawford. . . 

. 13,576 

Miller 

16,717 

Taney 

9,134 

Dade 

. 15,613 

Mississippi. . 

14,557 

Texas 

21,458 

Dallas 

. 13,181 

Moniteau. . . . 

14,375 

Vernon 

28,827 

Daviess 

. 17,605 

Monroe 

18.304 

Washington. . 

13,378 

De  Kalb 

. 12,531 

Montgomery. 

15,604 

Wayne 

15,181 

Dent 

. 13,245 

Morgan  .... 

12,863 

Webster 

17,377 

Douglas . . . . 

. 16,664 

New  Madrid 

19,488 

Worth 

8,007 

Dunklin.  . . . 
Gentry 

. 30,328 
. 16,820 

Newton 

27,136 

Wright 

18,315 
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Names  and  Population  of  All  No- License  Cities  of  5,000  Popula 
tion  But  Less  than  10,000 


Bonne  Terre.. 

Fulton 

.5,228 

Nevada  

.7,176 

Chillicothe  . . . 

.6,265 

Independence  , 

..9,859 

Trenton  

.5,656 

Columbia 

Flat  River  . . . 

.9,66*. 

.5,112 

Kirksville 

Mexico  

.6,347 

,5,939 

W’bst’r  Groves  7,080 

Names  and  Population  of  All  No-License  Municipalities  of 
Population  But  Less  Than  5,000 

1,000 

Albany  

.1,922 

Granby  

.2,442 

Oran 

.1,023 

Appleton  City 

1,018 

Grant  City  . . 

.1,207 

Oregon  

.1,002 

Ash  Grove  . . 

.1,075 

Greenfield  . . . 

.1,434 

Oronogo  

.1,912 

Aurora  

.4,148 

Hamilton  . . . . 

.1,761 

Osceola  

.1,114 

Bethany  

.1,931 

Harrisonville 

.1,947 

Paris  

.1,474 

Bevier  

.1,900 

Hibbard  

.1,243 

Pattonsburg  . 

.1,044 

Bloomfield  ... 

.1,147 

Higginsville  . 

.2,628 

Piedmont  . . . . 

.1,154 

Bolivar 

.1,975 

Kahoka  

.1,758 

Pierce  City  . . 

.2,043 

Bowling  Green  1,585 

Kennett  

.3,033 

Plattsburg  . . . 

.1,650 

Braymer  .... 

.1,027 

Kirkwood  . . . 

.4,171 

Pleasant  Hill 

.2,065 

Breckenbridge  1,025 

LaBelle  

.1,017 

Princeton  .... 

.1,385 

Brunswick  . . . 

.1,606 

LaGrange  . . . 

.1,360 

Rich  Hill  

.2,755 

Butler  

.2,894 

LaPlata  

.1,605 

Richmond  . . . 

.3,664 

California  . . . , 

..2,154 

Lamar  

.2,316 

Rockport 

.1,053 

Cameron  .... 

.2,980 

Lathrop  

.1,038 

Rolla  

.2,261 

Campbell  . . . . 

.1,781 

Lebanon  

.2,430 

St.  James  . . . . 

.1,100 

Canton  

.2,218 

Lees  Summit 

.1,455 

Salem,  Dent  Co.1,796 

Carl  Junction 

1,115 

Liberty  

.2,980 

Salisbury  . . . 

.1,834 

Carrollton  . . . 

.3,452 

Macon  

.3,584 

Sarcoxie  

.1,311 

Centralia  . . . . 

.2,117 

Malden  

.2,116 

Savannah  . . . 

.1,583 

Charleston  . . . 

.3,144 

Marionville  . . 

.1,272 

Senath  

.1,029 

Clarence  

.1,322 

Marshall  .... 

.4,869 

Shelbina  .... 

.2,174 

Clinton  

.4,992 

Marshfield  . . . 

.1,193 

Sikeston  

.3,327 

Crane  

.1,002 

Maryville  . . . . 

.4.762 

Slater  

.3,238 

Deepwater  ... 

.1,398 

Maysville  .... 

.1,051 

Stanberry  . . . 

.2,121 

Dexter  

.2,322 

Memphis  .... 

,1,984 

Sweet  Springs  1,122 

Doniphan 

.1,225 

Milan  

,2,191 

Tarkio  

.1,966 

Edina  

.1,562 

Monroe  City  . 

.1,949 

Thayer  

.1,613 

Eldon  

.1,999 

M’tgom’ry  Cty.1,789 

Tipton  

.1,273 

Eldorado  Spgs 

2,503 

Morehouse  . . 

.1,636 

Troy  

.1,120 

Esleberry  . . . . 

.1,018 

Mound  City  . 

.1,575 

Union ville  . . . 

.2,000 

Elvins  

.2,071 

Mount  Vernon 

1,161 

Vandalia  .... 

.1,595 

Farmington  . 

.2,613 

Mountain  Grv.1,722 

Versailles  . . . 

.1,598 

Fayette 

.2,586 

Neosho  

.3.661 

Warrensburg 

.4,689 

Flat  River  . . . 

.5,112 

New  Madrid  . 

.1,882 

Wellsville  . . . 

.1,194 

Fredericktown  2,632 

Norborne  . . . . 

.1,241 

West  Plains  . 

.2,914 

Gallatin  

.1,825 

Novinger  . . . . 

.1,711 

Willow  Spgs. 

.1,401 

Glasgow  

.1,507 

Odessa  

.1,531 

Windsor  

.2,241 

Names  and  Population  of  All  No-License  Municipalities  of 
Than  1,000  Population 

Less 

Adrain  

..  929 

Altamont  .... 

..  270 

Amsterdam  . . 

..  162 

Advance  

, . 621 

Altona  

. 67 

Anderson  . . . . 

..  721 

Agency 

..  429 

Amazonia  . . . . 

. 456 

Annapolis  . . . . 

, . 160 

Aldrich 

..  225 

Amity 

..  173 

Anniston 

...  364 

Allendale  . . . . 

..  243 

Amoret 

..  307 

Arbela  

. 131 
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Arcadia  289 

Archie 248 

Argyle  17° 

Arkoe  r •• 

Armstrong 579 

Arrow  Rock....  336 

Ashburn  29  ^ 

Ashland  341 

Atlanta  ... »23 

Aurora  Springs.  135 

Auxvasse 444 

Ava 713 

Baring  379 

Barnard  

Barnett  418 

Bates  City 74 

Bell  City 316 

Bernie  742 

Belton  9|2 

Benton 6Ly} 

Benton  City 233 

Bertrand 346 

Bethel  235 

Bigelow - I5b 

Billings  .' 769 

Birch  Tree 497 

Birmingham  ...  136 
Bismark  .......  848 

Blackburn 389 

Blackwater 371 

Blair  stown 288 

Blodgett  422 

Blue  Ridge 67 

Blue  Springs. . . 561 

Blythedale 345 

Bogard  316 

Bolckow  376 

Bosworth 767 

Bourbon 382 

Bowers  Mill....  82 

Brashear  458 

Brimson 404 

Bronaugh 263 

Browning 629 

Brownington  . . 348 

Bucklin 799 

Buckner 410 

Buffalo  826 

Bunceton 788 

Bunker  556 

Burgess 249 

Burlington 

Junction  ....  942 

Burnham 7 3 

Cabool  . . . . ; . . . 789 


Cainesville 

887 

Cairo  

220 

Caledonia 

128 

Calhoun 

684 

Callao  

526 

Camden  

477 

Camden  Point.. 

169 

Canalou  * 

296 

Cardwell 

874 

Cassville 

781 

Cedar  City 

208 

Center  

540 

Chilhowee  

425 

Chula 

384 

Clark 

300 

Clarksburg  

399 

Clarksdale  .... 

416 

Clarksville 

918 

Clarkton 

682 

Clayton,  Village 

49 

Clearmont  

263 

Cleveland  

170 

Clever  

248 

Clyde  

368 

College  Mound. 

230 

Collins  

259 

Commerce  

544 

Concordia 

931 

Connelsville  . . . 

652 

Conran  

196 

Conway 

394 

Cora 

110 

Corning  

253 

Cosby 

170 

Cottonwood  Pt.  170 

Cowgill 

. 363 

Craig  

621 

Creighton  .... 

400 

Crowder 

. 288 

Cuba  

. 619 

Curr3rville  

. *238 

Cyrene 

..  94 

Dadeville 

. 401 

Dalton  

261 

Danville 

. 113 

Darlington  . . . 

. 352 

Dean  Lake. . . . 

. 186 

Deerfield 

..  129 

Dekalb  

. 391 

Deray  

,.  175 

Des  Arc 

..  287 

Dewitt  

. 423 

Dixon 

. 715 

Dangola 

..  72 

Dover  

..  214 

Downing 513 

Drexel  512 

Dudley  150 

Eagleville 330 

East  Lynne 277 

Elmen 512 

Elmo  342 

Eolia  343 

Essex 548 

Ethel  423 

Everton  522 

Ewing 327 

Exeter  375 

Fair  Haven. ...  62 

Fair  Play 421 

Fairfax 666 

Farley  96 

Federal  499 

Fillmore 232 

Foley  227 

Forest  City. . . . 534 
Forest  Park....  478 

Forsyth  487 

Fortuna  203 

Foster  . — 318 

Frankfort 793 

Freeburg  331 

Freeman 251 

Gainesbille  ....  195 

Galena 353 

Galt  583 

Garden  City 713 

Gentry  226 

Gerald  225 

Gerster  123 

Gibbs  226 

Gibson 143 

Gideon  702 

Gifford  58 

Gilliam  299 

Gilman  537 

Glenallen  106 

Glen  wood  375 

Golden  City....  882 

Gorin  84 

Gower 370* 

Graham 365 

Grain  Valley. . . 133 
Graniteville  . . . 393 

Green  City 844 

Green  Ridge...  436 

Green  Top 275 

Green  Castle....  454 

Greenville 914 

Guilford  207 


MISSOURI 


169 


Hale 587 

Hallsville  195 

Hardin 635 

Harris  395 

Harrisburg  ....  146 

Hartsburg 175 

Hartville  507 

Harviell  201 

Harwood  208 

Hawk  Point....  299 
Henderson 

Mound 191 

Henrietta 443 

Holcomb 279 

Holland 135 

Holliday 262 

Hollister Ill 

Hollywood  36 

Holt  336 

Hopkins  909 

Hornersville  ...  390 

Houston 644 

Houstonia 349 

Humansville  ...  913 

Hume  514 

Humphreys 292 

Hunnewell  ....  406 

Huntsdale  91 

Hurdland  322 

Iberia 428 

Ionia  105 

Irondale  338 

Ironton 721 

Jacksonville  ...  200 

Jameson  358 

Jamesport  611 

Jamestown  ....  305 

Jasper 664 

Jerico  Springs.  395 
Johnstown  ....  84 

Jonesburg  456 

Kearney 631 

Keytesville  963 

Kidder 306 

King  City 966 

Kingston  535 

Kingsville  238 

Knob  Noster. . . 670 

Knox  City 395 

Koshkonong  ...  452 

Laclede  740 

Laddonia 614 

Lakenan  137 

Lamonte 684 

Lancaster 964 


Laredo  758 

Larussell  261 

Lawson 604 

Leeton  420 

Levasy  66 

Lewistown  ....  405 

Liberal  800 

Licking 351 

Lilbourn  484 

Lincoln  336 

Linn  Creek.  . . . 435 

Linneus  882 

Lockspring  ....  255 

Lockwood  961 

Lowry  City. ...  462 

Lucerne  264 

Lupus  164 

Luray  163 

Lutesville 551 

McFall  385 

McKittrick 127 

Madison 638 

Maitland  736 

Malta  Bend 399 

Manley  100 

Mansfield  477 

Marble  Hill 313 

Marquand  339 

Marston  258 

Martinsburg  ...  436 

Matthews 237 

Mayview 308 

Meadville  580 

Melbourne Ill 

Mendon  408 

Mercer  533 

Merwin  195 

Meta  399 

Metz  240 

Miami 431 

Middle  Brook.  . 80 

Middle  Grove...  88 
Middletown  . . . 323 

Mill  Grove 252 

Miller 343 

Millersville  ....  99 

Milo  128 

Minden  Mines..  591 
Mineral  Point...  290 
Missouri  City..  559 

Modena Ill 

Mokane 646 

Monegaw  Spgs.  122 

Montevallo 146 

Montecello  ....  283 


Montrose  667 

Montserrat  ....  157 
Mooresville  ....  205 

Morrison  257 

Morrisville  ....  360 
Moscow  Mills..  395 

Moselle 148 

Moundville  247 

Mt.  Leonard 167 

Mt.  Moriah 350 

Mountain  View  552 

Naylor 406 

Neck  City 528 

Nelson  480 

New  Cambria. . 387 
New  Conception  132 


New  Florence...  424 
New  Franklin..  794 
New  Hampton.  456 
New  London...  942 

Newark  217 

Newburg  932 

Newtonia  293 

Newtown 261 

Nixa  276 

Northview  ....  78 

Novelty  232 

Oak  Grove 641 

Oak  Ridge 256 

Old  Monroe 251 

Olean  214 

Orrick 435 

Osborn  360 

Osgood  204 

Otterville 453 

Ozark  813 

Papinsville  ....  87 

Parkville  765 

Parma  905 

Parnell  438 

Peculiar  205 

Perry  895 

Phelps  City 97 

Philadelphia  ...  199 

Pickering  264 

Pilot  Grove.  . . . 654 

Pilot  Knob 445 

Pleasant  Green.  68 
Pocahontas  . . . 125 
Point  Pleasant.  99 

Polo 526 

Portageville  218 

Potosi  772 

Prairie  Hill 113 

Prairie  Home...  184 
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Purcell  994 

Purdin 337 

Purdy  459 

Puxico 814 

Queen  City 701 

Quitman 231 

Randolph  123 

Ravanna 251 

Ravenwood 341 

Raymore  218 

Rayville  239 

Reeds 298 

Renick 213 

Republic  884 

Revere  196 

Rhineland  190 

Richards  303 

Richland 884 

Ridgeway 841 

Roanoke  110 

Rocheport  434 

Rockville  566 

Roscoe 182 

Rosendale  359 

Rothville  245 

Rush  Hill 168 

Rushville  .• 566 

Rutledge 418 

St.  Catherine  ...  127 

St.  Clair 397 

Salem  349 


(Daviess  Co.) 
Sandy  Hook 71 


Schell  City 562 

Seneca 981 

Seymour  590 

Shelbyville 685 

Sheldon  528 

Sheridan  409 

Silex 276 

Siloam  Spgs 86 

Skidmore 562 

Smithton  346 

Smithville  680 

South  Gifford..  148 

South  Gorin 746 

S.  Greenfield...  274 
South  Lineville  77 

Southwest 483 

Sparta  271 

Spickardsville. . 638 
Spoonerville  ...  241 

Sprague  156 

Spring  Garden.  60 

Steelville  773 

Stewartsville  ..  543 

Stockton 590 

Stotesbury  159 

Stotts  City 548 

Stoutsville 315 

Stover 386 

Strasburg  180 

Summersville  ..  236 

Sumner 394 

Syracuse  193 

Taneyville 124 


Tina  304 

Tracy 176 

Trimble  222 

Triplett 473 

Turney  212 

Tuscumbia  ....  285 

Union  Star 388 

Urich  484 

Vanduser  388 

Verona  466 

Vibbard  110 

Wakenda 279 

Walker 364 

Washburn  219 

Watson 245 

Wayland 384 

Waynesville  ...  257 
Weatherby  ....  171 
Weaubleau  ....  347 
Wentworth  ....  154 

Westboro  333 

Westline 120 

Whiteside 129 

Whitewater  ....  250 

Whiting 242 

Williamstown. . 204 
Williamsville. ..  477 

Winfield  422 

Winona  444 

Winston 257 

Wooldridge 119 

Worland  159 

Wyaconda 480 


MONTANA 

Area,  146,201  sq.  miles.  Area  under  no-license,  146,201  sq.  miles 
Population  (1910),  376,053.  Population  under  no-license,  376,053 

Population  (estimated,  1915)  446,054 

Urban  population,  133,420.  Rural  population,  242,633 

Per  cent  urban  population,  35.5.  Per  cent  rural  population,  64.5 

Density  of  population  per  square  mile..., 2.6 

Foreign-born  population,  94,713.  Per  cent  foreign-born,  25.2 

Native  whites  of  foreign  or  mixed  parentage,  106,809.  Per  cent,  28.4 
Negro  population,  1,834.  Percent,  0.5 

Illiterate  persons  10  years  of  age  and  over,  14,457.  Per  cent,  4.8 

Illiterate  males  of  voting  age,  8,812.  Per  cent,  5.7 

Total  number  of  families,  86,602.  Number  persons  to  a family,  4.3 
Families  owning  homes,  48,757.  Per  cent,  56.3 

Families  renting  homes,  37,845.  Per  cent,  43.7 

Children  of  school  age,  83,860.  Number  pupils  enrolled,  66,141 
Persons  aged  15  to  20  years  attending  school,  13,799.  Per  cent,  37.2 
Number  church  communicants,  98,984.  Per  cent  of  population,  26.3 


Average  number  of  wage  earners  employed 13,704 

Number  paupers  in  almshouses  per  100,000  population 110.4 
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Number  insane  in  hospitals  per  100,000  population 185.3 

Number  blind  in  asylums  per  100,00  population 44.7 

Number  state  prisoners  per  100,000  population 256.1 

Number  persons  holding  federal  retail  liquor  tax  receipts  (in- 
cluding drug  stores  and  all  other  places  retailing  liquors)  .2,492 

Number  druggists  303 

Number  breweries  (1916),  19.  Number  distilleries  (1916),  1 

Fermented  liquors  produced  in  1916  (barrels).... 276,567 

Distilled  spirits  produced  in  1916  (gallons) 52,385.8 

Distilled  spirits  rectified  in  1916  (gallons) 24,023.3 

Bushels  grain  used  in  distilling,  1916 None 

Gallons  of  other  materials  used  in  distilling,  1916 74,532 

Number  drj^  counties,  41.  Population  dry  counties,  376,053 

Number  dry  cities  of  100,000  population  or  more,  None.  Pop.,  None 
Number  dry  cities  of  25,000  population  or  more,  but  less 

than  100,000,  1.  Population  39,165 

Number  dry  cities  of  10,000  population  or  more,  but  less 

than  25,000,  5.  Population  59,497 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  5,000  population  or  more,  but 

less  than  10,000,  3.  Population  16,015 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  1,000  population  or  more,  but 

less  than  5,000,  17.  Population  37,578 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  less  than  1,000  population 31 

Population  16,351 

Area  under  no-license  after  Jan.  1,  1919,  146,201  sq.  miles.  100  pet. 
Area  under  license,  None. 

Population  under  no-license,  376,053.  100  per  cent. 

Population  under  license,  None. 

Montana  is  under  constitutional  Prohibition,  the  resolution 
submitting  the  prohibitory  amendment  to  a vote  of  the  people 
having  been  adopted  in  the  Legislature  of  1915.  The  popular  vote 
on  this  amendment  was  registered  on  November  7,  1916,  and 
adopted  by  a majority  of  28,886;  102,776  votes  having  been  cast 
for  the  amendment  while  only  73,890  votes  were  cast  against  it. 
The  law  goes  into  effect  on  January  1,  1919. 

At  the  present  time  the  county  option  law  is  in  operation  in 
Montana  and  will  continue  to  operate  until  state-wide  Prohibition 
goes  into  effect.  The  county  option  law  provides  that  one-third 
of  the  electors  qualified  to  vote  for  representative  in  the  last 
preceding  election  may  petition  the  County  Commissioners  to  call 
an  election.  If  the  Commissioners  find  the  petition  sufficient,  they 
must  call  an  election  within  60  days,  and  if  the  county  votes  dry 
the  saloons  must  be  closed  within  30  days  after  the  vote  has  been 
canvassed.  The  Supreme  Court  has  sustained  the  validity  of  the 
county  option  law  and  ruled  that  any  county  can  operate  there- 
under until  the  state-wide  Prohibition  law  goes  into  effect. 

The  Legislature  of  1917  passed  a law  to  abate  places  wherein 
or  whereon  liquor  is  sold  contrary  to  law,  also  a law  to  abate 
houses  of  prostitution  or  assignation,  gambling  resorts,  or  places 
used  contrary  to  the  provisions  of  the  “wine  room  laws”  of  the 
state. 

A comprehensive  measure,  embracing  search  and  seizure, 
abatement  of  blind  pigs,  removal  from  office  of  officers  found 
guilty  of  refusal  to  enforce  the  Prohibition  laws  of  the  state,  and 
defining  the  manner  in  which  pure  grain  alcohol  may  be  sold 
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for  scientific  and  manufacturing  purposes,  or  denatured  alcohol 
for  mechanical  purposes  and  wine  for  sacramental  purposes,  was 
passed  by  the  1917  Legislative  Assembly.  It  will  become  oper- 
ative January  1,  1919.  A bill  regulating  pool  halls  was  also 
passed  by  the  legislative  assembly  of  1917.  Under  its  provisions 
minors,  under  18  years  of  age,  are  not  permitted  in  pool  halls 
unless  they  obtain  the  written  consent  of  their  parents;  and  a 
fine  of  from  $50  to  $300  is  provided  as  a penalty  against  those 
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found  guilty  of  gambling  in  any  form  on  pool  tables,  and  also 
against  the  person  owning  or  renting  the  property. 

The  Legislature  of  1915  enacted  the  following  laws: 

Anti-Race  Track  Gambling  law,  which  makes  it  unlawful  to  bet  on  a 
contest  of  speed,  skill  or  endurance  of  animal  or  beast. 

Closing  of  saloons  within  one  mile  of  cities  of  first  class  from  12  o’clock 
midnight  to  8 a.  m.  Closing  of  saloons  from  10  p.  m.  Saturday  until  1 p.  m. 
Sunday. 

Law  prohibiting  sale  of  liquor  within  five  miles  of  railroad  grade,  public 
works,  etc.,  under  construction,  except  where  sold  in  a town  of  50  or  more 
persons,  or  by  dealer  in  business  two  years  before  the  beginning  of  such  works. 

The  issuance  of  new  licenses  on  a basis  of  one  to  every  500  persons. 

After  December  31  all  saloons  will  be  closed  in  places  having  less  than 
50  persons  within  one-fourth  mile  of  the  place  where  the  liquors  are  to  be  sold. 

The  law  provides  for  the  filing  of  protests  against  the  re-issuance  of  saloon 
licenses  and  the  Commissioners  are  given  discretionary  power  in  the  issuance 
thereof.  The  petitioners  for,  or  the  remonstrants  against,  the  issuance  of  a 
license  are  given  the  power  of  appeal  to  the  District  Court. 

Law  prohibiting  sale  of  intoxicating  liquors  to  drunkards,  minors  or 
.Indians,  and  holding  the  person  breaking  this  law  liable  for  damages  to  any 
person  injured  thereby  in  property,  money  or  means  of  support.  Under  this 
law  a married  woman  may  sue  in  her  own  name  and  a minor  by  guardian. 
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Area,  76,808  sq.  miles.  Area  under  no-license,  76,808  sq.  miles 

Population  (1910),  1,192,214.  Population  under  no-license,  1,192,214 

Population  (estimated,  1915)  1,258,624 

Urban  population,  310,852.  Rural  population,  881,362- 

Per  cent  urban  population,  26.1.  Per  cent  rural  population,  73.9 

Density  of  population  per  square  mile  15.5 

Foreign-born  population,  176,662.  Per  cent  foreign-born,  14.8 

Native  whites  of  foreign  or  mixed  parentage,  362,353.  Per  cent,  30.4 
Negro  population,  7,689.  Per  cent,  0.6 

Illiterate  persons  10  years  of  age  and  over,  18,009.  Per  cent,  1.6 

Illiterate  males  of  voting  age,  8,545.  Per  cent,  2.4 

Total  number  of  families,  265,549.  Number  persons  to  a family,  4.5 
Families  owning  homes-,  153,155.  Per  cent,  57.6 

Families  renting  homes,  112,394.  Per  cent,  42.4 

Children  of  school  age,  358,856.  Number  pupils  enrolled,  281,375 
Persons  aged  15  to  20  years  attending  school,  59,890.  Per  cent,  39.8 
Number  church  communicants,  345,803.  Per  cent  of  population,  29.0 

Average  number  of  wage  earners  employed 25,144 

Number  paupers  in  almshouses  per  100,000  population 46.2 

Number  insane  in  hospitals  per  100,000  population 166.9 

Number  blind  in  asylums  per  100,000  population 38.9 

Number  state  prisoners  per  100,000  population 55.0 

Number  persons  holding  federal  retail  liquor  tax  receipts  (in- 
cluding drug  stores  and  all  other  places  retailing  liquors) . 2,264 

Number  druggists  891 

Number  breweries  (1916),  15.  Number  distilleries  (1916),  1 

Fermented  liquors  produced  in  1916  (barrels)  412,924 

Distilled  spirits  produced  in  1916  (gallons) 2,476,219.1 

Distilled  spirits  rectified  in  1916  (gallons) 387,890.5 

Bushels  grain  used  in  distilling,  1916 544,927 

Gallons  of  other  materials  used  in  distilling,  1916 None 

Number  dry  counties,  93,  Population  dry  counties,  1,192,214 
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Number  dry  cities  of  100,000  population  or  more,  1.  Bop.,  124,096 

Number  dry  cities  of  25,000  population  or  more,  but  less 


than  100,000,  2.  Population  70,232 

Number  dry  cities  of  10,000  population  or  more,  but  less 

than  25,000,  1.  Population  10,326 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  5,000  population  or  more,  but 

less  than  10,000,  9.  Population  61,670 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  1,000  population  or  more,  but 

less  than  5,000,  78.  Population  139,913 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  less  than  1,000  population 363 

Population  147,939 


Area  under  no-license,  76,808  sq.  miles.  100  per  cent. 

Area  under  license,  None. 

Population  under  no-license,  1,192,214.  100  per  cent. 

Population  under  license,  None. 

Nebraska  has  adopted  constitutional  Prohibition.  The  pro- 
hibitory amendment  to  the  constitution  was  adopted  by  popular 
vote  at  the  regular  election  on  November  7,  1916,  by  a majority 
of  29,442,  there  having  been  cast  146,574  votes  for  the  amendment 
and  117,132  votes  against  it.  The  law  goes  into  effect  May  1,  1917. 

The  constitutional  amendment  was  submitted  under  the  in- 
itiative and  referendum.  At  the  election  80  of  the  93  counties  of 
the  state  gave  dry  majorities.  Under  the  provisions  of  the  state- 
wide amendment,  the  question  cannot  be  again  submitted  to  the 
people  before  1920. 

The  Nebraska  Legislature,  after  much  opposition  from  the 
brew’ers,  passed  a very  effective  prohibitory  statute.  The  House 
adopted  the  measure  by  a vote  of  87  to  3,  and  the  State  Senate 
passed  the  measure  by  30  to  3. 

The  law  as  passed  contains  the  provisions  generally  adopted 
in  prohibitory  states,  and  especially  strong  provisions  for  en- 
forcement sections. 
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The  definition  of  intoxicating-  liquors  is  so  stated  that  it 
covers  all  malt  liquors  of  whatever  character  and  any  other  kind 
of  liquor  not  specifically  provided  for  that  is  capable  of  being 
used  as  a beverage  provided  it  contains  over  one-half  of  1 per 
cent  of  alcohol.  Intoxication  is  made  a misdemeanor,  drinking  in 
public  places  forbidden  and  soliciting  orders  is  prohibited  with 
heavy  fines  attached.  The  advertising  of  liquor  is  made  unlawful 
and  public  peace  officers  authorized  to  remove  signs  or  adver- 
tisements when  they  are  brought  to  their  notice.  Clubs  are  dealt 
with  very  severely.  They  are  not  only  subject  to  the  general  pro- 
visions of  the  law  but,  if  found  guilty  of  its  violation,  they  forfeit 
their  charter. 

The  law  makes  it  unlawful  to  possess  liquor  or  to  keep  it 
anywhere  in  Nebraska  except  in  a private  dwelling  house.  It 
then  provides  that  “no  person  shall  keep  or  possess  intoxicating 
liquor  in  his  private  dwelling  house  in  an  amount  more  than  is 
reasonably  sufficient  for  his  personal  use  and  needs.”  However, 
it  makes  the  possession  of  any  amount  of  liquor  “prima  facie 
evidence  that  such  liquor  was  kept  by  such  person  with  the  pur- 
pose of  unlawful  sale,  use  or  disposition  in  violation  of  law.” 

The  shipment,  keeping  by  wholesale  and  retail  druggists  for 
the  excepted  purposes,  the  use  by  physicians  and  for  scientific 
purposes  are  all  very  carefully  hedged  about  to  aid  in  the  en- 
forcement of  the  law. 

At  the  present  time,  and  until  the  prohibitory  law  becomes 
operative,  the  local  option  law  of  Nebraska  will  continue  in 
force.  This  law  provides  for  a vote  on  the  liquor  question  in 
cities  and  villages.  Under  this  law  a large  part  of  the  state  is 
at  the  present  time  without  saloons.  There  are  44  dry  munici- 
palities ranging  in  population  from  1,000  to  5,000  and  263  mu- 
nicipalities having  a population  of  less  than  1,000.  Under  the 
state  law  all  saloons  are  compelled  to  close  at  8 p.  m.  and  re- 
main closed  until  7 a.  m.  This  law  is  what  is  popularly  known 
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as  the  8 o’clock  law,  the  best  regulatory  feature  the  state  has 
ever  had.  The  people  are  almost  universally  in  favor  of  its  re- 
tention and  enforcement.  Outside  of  Douglas  county  it  is  gen- 
erally well  observed,  and  even  in  Omaha  there  is  a growing 
sentiment  in  favor  of  this  law. 

All  territory  in  the  state  within  two  miles  of  an  incorpor- 
ated city  or  village  is  under  absolute  Prohibition.  County  author- 
ities may  grant  licenses  outside  of  this  restricted  district.  At  the 
present  time  there  are  only  about  25  saloon  licenses  in  the  state 
issued  by  county  authorities. 

There  is  a law  forbidding  the  sale  of  liquor  on  dining  cars 
within  the  state,  and  this  law  is  rigidly  enforced  by  the  railroads 
themselves.  The  law  against  drinking  on  the  trains  is  now  being 
enforced  by  all  lines  of  railway  in  Nebraska  except  a few  local 
lines.  Special  notices  have  been  placed  in  the  hands  of  railway 
conductors  telling  them  to  enforce  this  law. 
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Area,  109,821  sq.  miles.  Area  under  no-license,  11,490  sq.  miles 
Population  (19io>,  81,875.  Population  under  no-license,  15,000 

Population  (estimated,  1915)  102,730 

Urban  population,  13,367.  Rural  population,  68,508 

Per  cent  urban  population,  16.3.  Per  cent  rural  population,  83.7 

Density  of  population  per  square  mile 0.7 

Foreign-born  population,  19,691.  Per  cent  foreign-born,  24.1 

Native  whites  of  foreign  or  mixed  parentage,  20,951.  Per  cent,  25.5 

Negro  population,  513.  Percent,  0.6 

Illiterate  persons  10  yearp  of  age  and  over,  4,702.  Percent,  6.7 
Illiterate  males  of  voting  age,  2,399.  Per  cent,  6.0 

Total  number  of  families,  23,677.  Number  persons  to  a family,  3.5 
Families  owning  homes,  11,925.  Per  cent,  50.3 

Families  renting  homes,  11,752.  Per  cent,  49.7 

Children  of  school  age,  17,439.  Number  pupils  enrolled,  10,200 
Persons  aged  15  to  20  years  attending  school,  2,308.  Per  cent,  34.3 
Number  church  communicants,  14,944.  Per  cent  of  population,  18.2 

Average  number  of  wage  earners  employed  3,655 

Number  paupers  in  almshouses  per  100,000  population 194.2 

Number  insane  in  hospitals  per  100,000  population 280.9 

Number  blind  in  asylums  per  100,000  population 118.5 

Number  state  prisoners  per  100,000  population 353.0 

Number  persons  holding  federal  retail  liquor  tax  receipts  (in- 
cluding drug  stores  and  all  other  places  retailing  liquors) . 1,171 

Number  druggists  , 48 

Number  breweries  (1916),  3.  Number  distilleries  (1916),  None 

Fermented  liquors  produced  in  1916  (barrels) 14,515 

Distilled  spirits  produced  in  1916  (gallons) None 

Distilled  spirits  rectified  in  1916  (gallons) None 

Rushels  grain  used  in  distilling,  1916 None 
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Gallons  of  other  materials  used  in  distilling',  1916 None 

Number  dry  counties,  None.  Population  dry  counties,  None 

Number  dry  cities  of  100,000  population  or  more,  None.  Pop.,  None 
Number  drjr  cities  of  25,000  population  or  more,  but  less  than 

100.000,  None.  Population  None 

Number  dry  cities  of  10,000  population  or  more,  but  less  than 

25.000,  None.  Population  None 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  5,000  population  or  more,  but 

less  than  10,000,  None.  Population  None 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  1,000  population  or  more,  but 

less  than  5,000,  None.  Population  None 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  less  than  1,000  population 2 

Population  100 


Area  under  no-licence,  n,450  sq.  miles.  10.5  per  cent. 
Area  under  license,  98.331  sq.  miles.  89.5  per  cent. 

er  no-license,  15,000.  18.4  per  cent. 

Population  ur  fler  license,  66,875.  81.6  per  cent. 


The  state  of  Nevada  is  under  license.  There  is,  however,  a 
provision  in  the- law  making  it  possible  to  close  saloons  in  rural 
districts  upon  petition  of  10  per  cent  of  the  taxpayers  in  any 
school  district,  if  the  petitioners  can  testify  to  the  fact  that  the 
saloons  are  detrimental  to  the  public  health  and  the  public 
morals  of  the  community. 

By  means  of  these  petitions  the  County  Commissioners  of 
several  counties  have  closed  saloons  in  a few  rural  sections. 
This  has  been  especially  true  in  Elko  county.  The  town  of  Elko, 
however,  with  a population  of  3,500,  has  25  saloons. 

Imlay,  a division  point  on  the  SouthernrPacific  Railroad,  and 
Montello  are  both  under  no-license  by  reason  of  the  fact  that  the 
deeds  to  all  property  in  both  of  these  towns  prohibit  the  sale  of 
intoxicating  liquors. 

Race-track,  card-table  and  pool  room  gambling  have  been  re- 
established in  the  state,  and  slot  machines  are  openly  operated, 
especially  in  Reno,  the  commercial  and  educational  center  of 
the  state.  Easy  divorce,  requiring  but  six  months  for  citizen- 
ship, has  also  been  re-established.  The  divorce  colony  in  Reno 
seldom  numbers  less  than  1,000.  Many  of  these  are  vicious  folks 
and  are  liberal  patrons  of  the  cabarets  and  cafes.  The  night  life 
of  Reno,  a city  of  15,000,  is  on  a par  wTith  almost  any  American 
metropolitan  city.  It  has  110  liquor  licenses. 

Nevada  has  the  initiative  and  referendum,  the  former  requir- 
ing 10  per  cent  of  the  qualified  electors  of  the  state  in  valid  signa- 
tures, to  be  filed  with  the  Secretary  of  State  30  days  before  the 
next  regular  meeting  of  the  Legislature.  Such  a petition  asking 
for  Prohibition  was  filed  December  15,  1916,  and  was  rejected  bv 
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the  Legislature  January  31,  1917.  It  now  automatically  goes  to 
the  people  for  a vote  at  the  next  general  election,  which  is  in 
November,  1918.  The  bill  is  modeled  after  the  West  Virginia 
law,  and  was  signed  by  25  per  cent  of  the  voters  of  the  state. 

Nevada  has  more  retail  liquor  establishments  in  proportion 
to  the  population,  less  proportionate  territory  under  no-license 
and  more  people  living  in  wet  territory  in  proportion  than  any 
other  state  in  the  Union. 

The  petition  calling  for  the  submission  of  state-wide  Prohi- 
bition to  a vote  of  the  people  was  signed  by  7,465  names,  being 
more  than  26  per  cent  of  the  votes  cast  at  the  last  general  elec- 
tion, and  21  2-3  per  cent  of  the  total  registration  of  the  state. 

The  Socialist  party  by  a referendum  vote  has  elected  to  em- 
body a Prohibition  plank  in  its  platform,  only  13  members  voting 
against  the  proposal.  Since  the  Socialists  have  a voting  strength 
of  8,000  in  the  state,  they  hold  the  balance  of  power  on  most 
public  questions.  The  entire  voting  strength  of  the  state  is  about 
29,000. 


Names  and  Population  of  All  No-License  Municipalities  of  Less 
Than  1,000  Population 

Imlay 100  Montello 
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Area,  9,031  sq.  miles.  Area  under  no-license,  8,315  sq.  miles 

Population  (1910),  430,572.  Population  under  no-license,  238,536 

Population  (estimated,  1915)  440,584 

Urban  population,  255,099.  Rural  population,  175,473 

Per  cent  urban  population,  59.2.  Per  cent  rural  population,  40.8 

Density  of  population  per  square  mile 47.7 

Foreign-born  population,  96,667.  Per  cent  foreign-born,  22.5 

Native  whites  of  foreign  or  mixed  parentage,  103,117.  Per  cent,  23.9 

Negro  population,  564.  Percent,  0.1 

Illiterate  persons  10  years  of  age  and  over,  16,386.  Per  cent,  4.6 

Illiterate  males  of  voting  age,  8,413.  Per  cent,  6.2 

Total  number  of  families,  103,156.  Number  persons  to  a family,  4.2 
Families  owning  homes,  52,052.  Per  cent,  50.4 

Families  renting  homes,  51,104.  Percent,  49.6 

Children  of  school  age,  93,004.  Number  pupils  enrolled,  63,972 

Persons  aged  15  to  20  years  attending  school,  13,442.  Per  cent,  29.3 
Number  church  communicants,  190,298.  vPer  cent  of  population,  44.2 

Average  number  of  wage  earners  employed 78,993 

Number  paupers  in  almshouses  per  100,000  population 230.2 

Number  insane  in  hospitals  per  100,000  population 211.1 

Number  blind  in  asylums  per  100,000  population 67.6 

Number  state  prisoners  per  100,000  population 118.0 

Number  persons  holding  federal  retail  liquor  tax  receipts  (in- 
cluding drug  stores  and  all  other  places  retailing  liquors).  .756 

Number  druggists  225 

Number  breweries  (1916),  4.  Number  distilleries  (1916),  None 


180 


NEW  HAMPSHIRE 


Fermented  liquors  produced  in  1916  (barrels) .279,124 

Distilled  spirits  produced  in  1916  (gallons) None 

Distilled  spirits  rectified  in  1916  (gallons) 90,274.9 

Bushels  grain  used  in  distilling,  1916...... None 

Gallons  of  other  materials  used  in  distilling,  1916 None 

Number  dry  counties,  3.  Population  dry  counties,  121,648 

Number  dry  cities  of  100,000  population  or  more,  None.  Pop.,  None 
Number  dry  cities  of  25,000  population  or  more,  but  less 

than  100,000,  None.  Population None 

Number  dry  cities  of  10,000  population  or  more,  but  less 

than  25,000,  2.  Population  20,251 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  5,000  population  or  more,  but 

less  than  10,000,  3.  Population 22,115 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  1,000  population  or  more,  but 

less  than  5,000,  10.  Population  32,340 


Number  dry  municipalities  of  less  than  1,000  population 
Population  

Area  under  no-license,  8,315  sq.  miles.  82.1  per  cent. 


Area  under  license,  716  sq.  miles.  17.9  per  cent. 


Population  under  no-license,  238,536.  55.4  per  cent. 


Population  under  license,  192,036.  44.6  per  cent. 

New  Hampshire  is  under  local  option,  the  law  providing  for 
a vote  on  the  liquor  question  in  each  town. 

From  1855  until  1903  the  state  of  New  Hampshire  was  under 
Prohibition.  In  1903,  however,  a local  option  provision  was 
enacted  by  which  all  the  towns  are  required  to  vote  at  the 
November  election  every  two  years,  and  the  cities  once  in  four 
years,  on  the  question  of  license  or  no-license.  If  a majority  of 
the  votes  on  this  question  are  in  the  affirmative  the  license  pro- 
visions go  into  effect  on  the  first  day  of  the  May  following  and 
continue  for  two  years  in  the  towns  and  four  years  in  the  cities, 
when  another  vote  must  be  taken. 

If  the  majority  of  the  votes  cast  is  against  license,  then  the 
prohibitory  law  of  1855,  with  its  amendments,  remains  in  full 
force  and  effect. 

In  1909  a law  was  enacted  by  the  Legislature  prohibiting 
license  holders  shipping  liquors  from  any  part  of  the  state  into 
no-license  cities  and  towns.  This  law  is  known  as  “the  Preston 
amendment.”  In  1911  and  1913  the  organized  liquor  interests 
made  most  strenuous  effdrts  to  have  this  law  repealed,  but  were 
defeated.  They  also  tried  to  make  it  possible  to  get  lighter  penal- 
ties in  case  of  violations.  These  efforts  also  failed. 

The  first  vote  was  taken  in  the  whole  state  at  a special 
election  in  May,  1903,  when  the  11  cities  and  59  towns  voted  for 
license,  and  165  towns  voted  against  license. 

In  1906,  when  next  the  whole  state  voted,  six  cities  and  193 
towns  voted  no-license. 
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In  1910,  seven  cities  and  23  towns  voted  for  license,  and  four 
cities  and  201  towns  voted  against  license.  Two  cities  and  12 
towns  changed  from  dry  to  wet,  and  14  towns  changed  from 
wet  to  dry. 

In  1912,  November  5,  all  the  towns  voted.  Twenty-one  voted 
for  license  and  203  voted  against  license.  Eleven  towns  changed 
from  license  to  no-license;  eight  towns  changed  from  no-license 
to  license.  None  of  the  cities  voted  in  1912. 

The  total  license  vote  in  the  towns  in  1912  was  14,518,  while 
the  total  no-license  vote  was  27,875. 

In  1914,  every  city  and  town  voted  on  the  question  of  license 
or  no-license.  The  total  license  vote  was  32,776,  the  no-license 
vote  40,439,  giving  a majority  of  7,663,  the  largest  no-license 
majority  ever  given.  One  city  and  four  towns  changed  from  no- 
license to  license,  and 
five  towns  changed  from 
license  to  no-license. 

In  November,  1916, 
every  town  voted,  but 
not  the  cities.  Seven- 
teen towns  voted  li- 
cense; 207  towns  no- 
license. Four  of  these 
license  towns  are  so 
small  that  no  licenses 
will  be  issued  in  them. 

In  the  Legislature 
of  1915  the  liquor  in- 
terests introduced  sev- 
eral bills  to  weaken  the 
license  law,  but  under 
the  pressure  for  the 
repeal  of  the  license 
1 a w they  withdrew 
those  bills  and  concen- 
trated on  retaining  the 
license  law,  wdrich  ef- 
fort succeeded. 

A law  was  enacted 
providing  that  if  a 
person  is  convicted  of 
drunkenness  in  the  no- 
license towns,  it  shall 
be  unlawful  for  him  to 
have  liquor  in  his  pos- 
session for  12  months, 
and  any  liquor  found 
in  his  possession  must 
be  destroyed  by  order 
of  the  court. 

At  the  present  time 
there  is  a bill  before 
the  Legislature  to  re- 
peal the  license  law 
and  prohibit  the  manu- 
facture of  liquor. 


182 


NEW  HAMPSHIRE 


THE  LOCAL  OPTION  VOTE,  NOVEMBER  7,  1916 

* Stars  indicate  license  towns. 


t Indicates  that  it  changed  from 


| Popu-| 

| lation| 

1 1910  | Yes 

1 

No 

Acworth  

536 

18 

48 

Albany  

289 

9 

10 

Alexandria  

571 

17 

59 

Allenstown*  

1,457 

121 

76 

Alsteadf  

711 

63 

120 

Alton  

1,348 

117 

218 

Amherst  

1,060 

25 

92 

Andover*  

1,201 

170 

137 

Antrim  

1,235 

46 

172 

Ashland  

1,412 

95 

211 

Atkinson  

440 

8 

41 

Auburn  

637 

30 

55 

Barnstead  

1,081 

97 

143 

Barrington  

900 

26 

110 

Bartlett  

1,197 

2'4 

107 

Bath  

978 

14 

105 

Bedford  

1,110 

27 

91 

Belmont  

1,390 

45 

161 

Bennington*  .... 

690 

80 

61 

Benton  

219 

3 

19 

Berlin*  

11,780 

1,040 

587 

Bethlehem  

1,201 

31 

119 

Boscawen  

1,240 

36 

151 

Bow  

676 

14 

70 

Bradford  

695 

65 

104 

Brentwood  

759 

14 

60 

Bridgewater 

187 

4 

22 

Bristol  

1,478 

61 

165 

Brookfield  

247 

5 

33 

Brookline  

501 

29 

63 

Campton  

845 

22 

78 

Canaan  

1,408 

128 

155 

Candia  

993 

31 

99 

Canterbury  

680 

24 

67 

Carroll  

569 

48 

66 

Center  Harbor. . . 

420 

5 

58 

Charlestown 

1,496 

126 

179 

Chatham  

209 

2 

18 

Chester  

818 

16 

99 

Chesterfield  

770 

50 

61 

Chichester  

606 

14 

73 

Claremont  

7,529 

554 

880 

Clarksville  

271 

6 

27 

Colebrookf  

1,905 

2'32 

289 

Columbia  

619 

19 

61 

Concord*  

21,497 

2,245 

2,133 

Conway  

3,413 

120 

383 

Cornish  

1,005 

29 

104 

Croydon  

324 

29 

42 

Dalton  

475 

6 

67 

Danbury  

592 

23 

78 

Danville  

517 

18 

68 

Deerfield  

917 

83 

103 

Deerine-*  

353 

26 

22 

Derry*  

5,123 

610 

556 

Dorchesterf  

241 

9 

23 

Dover*  

13,247 

1,385 

1,125 

Dublin 

571 

17 

45 

its  former  vote. 


Popu- 

lation 

1910 

Yes 

No 

Dummer  

'292 

0 

26 

Dunbarton  

513 

14 

59 

Durham  

823 

16 

106 

East  Kingston... 

413 

.15 

48 

Easton  

226 

7 

26 

Eaton  

380 

8 

27 

Effingham  

558 

18 

44 

Ellsworth  

46 

2 

4 

Enfield  

1,448 

96 

145 

Epping*  

1,649 

165 

124 

Epsom  

725 

23 

85 

Erroll*  

211 

41 

15 

Exeter  

4,897 

* 213 

559 

Farmington  

2,621 

236 

375 

Fitzwilliam  

1,148 

17 

80 

Francestown*  . . . 

602’ 

90 

51 

Franconia  

504 

10 

47 

Franklin*t  

6,132 

648 

594 

Freedom  

542 

18 

66 

Fremont  

622 

11 

53 

Gilford  

744 

22 

111 

Gilmanton  

968 

89 

106 

Gilsum  

470 

38 

55 

Goffstown  

2,579 

85 

293 

Gorham  

2,155 

65 

216 

Goshen  

329 

18 

32 

Grafton  

641 

31 

96 

Grantham  

286 

16 

41 

Greenfield  

574 

16 

57 

Greenland  

575 

9 

63 

Greenville  

1,374 

105 

124 

Groton  

319 

23 

32 

Hampstead  

796 

8 

91 

Hampton  

1,215 

88 

201 

Hampton  Falls... 

552’ 

2 

53 

Hancock  

642 

43 

89 

Hanover  

2,075 

48 

245 

Harrisville  

623 

33 

69 

Hart’s  Location.. 

85 

0 

1 

Haverhill  

3,498 

140 

485 

Hebron  

213 

11 

28 

Henniker  

1,395 

100 

191 

Hill  

556 

4 

68 

Hillsboro  

2,168 

238 

264 

Hinsdale  

1,673 

189 

196 

Holderness  

652 

24 

74 

Hollis  

935 

13 

101 

Hooksett  

1,528 

124 

176 

Hopkinton  

1,578 

. 35 

227 

Hudson  

1,344 

27 

170 

Jackson  

452 

16 

37 

Jaffrey  

1,895 

131 

209' 

Tefferson  

1,061 

56 

124 

Keene  . . 

10,068 

667 

1,152 

Kensington  

417 

16 

38 

Kingston  

1,015 

103 

123 

Laconia  

10,183 

702 

1,200 

Lancaster  . 

3,054 

138 

471 
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1 Popu- 
f lation 
| 1910 

| Yes 

Landaff  

, 526 

12 

Langdon  

340 

9 

Lebanon  

5,718 

304 

Lee  

479 

29 

Lempster  

383 

21 

Lincoln  

1,278 

2 

Lisbon  

2,460 

80 

Litchfield  

255 

7 

Littleton  

4,069 

188 

Livermore*  

64 

4 

Londonderry 

1,533 

32 

Loudon  

838 

33 

Lyman  

374 

8 

Lyme  

1,007 

20 

Lyndeboro  

660 

13 

Madbury  

331 

10 

Madison  

507 

9 

Manchester*  .... 

70,063 

7,007 

Marlboro  

1,478 

37 

Marlowf  

425 

31 

Mason  

• 325 

19 

Meredith  

1,638 

56 

Merrimack  

1,039 

44 

Middleton*  

291 

33 

Milan  

924 

23 

Milford  

3,939 

213 

Milton  

1,542 

128 

Monroe  

429 

6 

Mt.  Vernon  .... 

413 

10 

Moultonboro  .... 

783 

12 

Nashua*  

26,005 

2,312 

Nelson  

231 

5 

New  Boston  . . . 

982 

79 

Newbury*t  

402 

52 

Newcastle  

624 

15 

New  Durham  . . 

523 

26 

Newfields  

503 

32 

New  Hampton.. 

821 

13 

Newington  

296 

3 

New  Ipswich  . . . 

927 

18 

New  London  . . . 

805 

20 

Newmarket*f  ... 

3,348 

294 

Newport  

3,765 

198 

Newton  

962 

17 

Northfield  

1,474 

54 

North  Hampton. 

783 

20 

Northumberlandt  • 

2',  184 

225 

Northwood  

1,059 

80 

Nottingham!- 

607 

70 

Orange  

176 

9 

Orford  

799 

36 

Ossipee  

1,354 

51 

Pelham  

826 

14 

Pembroke*  ..... 

3,062 

254 

Peterboro  

2,277 

157 

Piermont  

592 

15 

Pittsburg  

624 

24 

Pittsfield  

2,222 

172 

Plainfield  

987 

31 

Plaistow  

1,173 

27 

| Popu- 
1 lation 
| 1910 

Yes 

No 

Plymouth  

2,200 

96 

293 

Portsmouth* 

11,269 

1,406 

341 

Randolph  

137 

3 

9 

Raymond-}-  

1,203 

114 

173 

Richmond  

393 

20 

49 

Rindge  

706 

8 

77 

Rochester  

8,868 

833 

1,090 

Rollinsford*  .... 

1,836 

122 

108 

Roxbury  

66 

3 

7 

Rumney  

850 

25 

104 

Rye  

1,014 

39 

93 

Salem  

2’, 117 

34 

166 

Salisbury  

478 

12 

62 

Sanbornton  

850 

7 

103 

, Sandown  

380 

13 

45 

Sandwich  

928 

17 

105 

Seabrook  

1,425 

82 

156 

Sharon*f  

71 

9 

4 

Shelburne  

305 

0 

22 

Somersworth* 

6,704 

592 

399 

South  Hampton. 

279 

8 

35 

Springfield  

422 

20 

38 

Stark  

448 

26 

55 

Stewartstown*  . . 

1,128 

113 

76 

Stoddard  . 

257 

13 

23 

Strafford  

786 

55 

111 

Stratford  

844 

88 

108 

Stratham  

602 

19 

76 

Sullivan  

266 

3 

37 

Sunapee  

1,071 

64 

164 

Surry  

213 

6 

31 

Sutton  

698 

35 

92 

Swanzey  

1,656 

116 

175 

Tamworth  

993 

18 

75 

Temple  

284 

1 

38 

Thornton  

553 

3 

54 

Tilton  

1,866 

62 

300 

Troy  

1,331 

42 

136 

Tuftonboro  

612 

28 

77 

Unity  

504 

28 

64 

Wakefield*!  

1,543 

134 

130 

Walpole  

2,668 

241 

300 

Warner  

1,226 

41 

160 

Warren  

701 

16 

84 

Washington  .... 

360 

28 

37 

Waterville  

16 

0 

7 

Weare  

1,325 

129 

171 

Webster  

445 

9 

62 

Wentworth  

595 

8 

58 

Wentw’rth’s  Loc’n 

51 

1 

5 

Westmoreland  . . 

758 

20 

56 

Whitefield  

1,635 

91 

237 

Wilmot  

614 

19 

65 

Wilton  

1,490 

104 

214 

Winchester  

2,2'82 

237 

292 

Windham  

656 

10 

66 

Windsor  

24 

1 

5 

Woifeboro  

2,224 

121 

387 

Woodstock  

1 

1,083 

15 

100 

No 

54 

39 

677 

64 

39 

59 

304 

25 

525 

2 

142 

93 

35 

109 

81 

51 

52 

3,111 

152 

35 

29 

242 

103 

27 

93 

452 

183 

42 

33 

27 

1,116 

27 

102 

45 

58 

58 

79 

92 

31 

66 

122 

162 

597 

12'2 

177 

97 

233 

115 

88 

14 

57 

159 

78 

164 

253 

54 

86 

286 

123 

109 
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Names  and  Population  of  All  No-License  Counties 

Cheshire 30,659  Grafton 41,652  Sullivan 19,337 

Names  and  Population  of  All  No-License  Cities  of  10,000  Popula- 
tion But  Less  Than  25,000 

Keene 10,068  Laconia 10,183 

Names  and  Population  of  All  No-License  Cities  of  5,000  Popula- 
tion But  Less  Than  10,000 

Claremont  ....7,529  Lebanon 5,718  Rochester 8,868 

Names  and  Population  of  All  No-License  Municipalities  of  1,000 
Population  But  Less  Than  5,000 

Exeter 4,897  Haverhill  3,498  Milford  3,939 

Farmington  ..2,621  I^ancaster  ....3,054  Newport 3,675 

Goffstown  2,579  Littleton  4,069  Walpole  2,668 

Hanover  1,340  ’ 

NEW  JERSEY 


Area,  7,514  sq.  miles.  Area  under  no-license,  30  sq.  miles 

Population  (1910),  2,537,167.  Population  under  no-license,  136,669 

Population  (estimated,  1915)  2,881,840 

Urban  population,  1,^07,210.  Rural  population,  629,957 

Per  cent  urban  population,  75.2.  Per  cent  rural  population,  24.8 

Density  of  population  per  square  mile 337.7 

Foreign-born  population,  660,788.  Per  cent  foreign-born,  26.0 
Native  whites  of  foreign  or  mixed  parentage,  777,797.  Per  cent,  30.7 
Negro  population,  89,760.  Percent,  3.5 

Illiterate  persons  10  years  of  age  and  over,  113,502.  Per  cent,  5.6 
Illiterate  males  of  voting  age,  51,086.  Per  cent,  6.6 

Total  number  of  families,  558,202.  Number  persons  to  a family,  4.5 
Families  owning  homes,  191,177.  1 Per  cent,  34.2 

Families  renting  homes,  367,025.  Per  cent,  65.8 

Children  of  school  age,  624,292.  Number  pupils  enrolled,  429,727 
Persons  aged  15  to  20  years  attending  school,  68,143.  Per  cent,  23.7 
Number  church  communicants,  857,548.  Per  cent  of  population,  33.8 

Average  number  of  w~age  earners  employed 373,605 

Number  paupers  in  almshouses  per  100,000  population 84.1 

Number  insane  in  hospitals  per  100,000  population 238.1 

Number  blind  in  asylums  per  100,000  population, 44.4 

Number  state  prisoners  per  100,000  population 118.3 

Number  persons  holding  federal  retail  liquor  tax  receipts  (in- 
cluding drug  stores  and  all  other  places  retailing  liquors)  .10,567 

Number  druggists  1,157 

Number  breweries  (1916),  38.  Number  distilleries  (1916),  22 

Fermented  liquors  produced  in  1916  (barrels). 3,278,613 

Distilled  spirits  produced  in  1916  (gallons) 56,158.3 

Distilled  spirits  rectified  in  1916  (gallons) 2,041,362.0 

Bushels  grain  used  in  distilling,  1916 

Gallons  of  other  materials  used  in  distilling,  1916 

Number  dry  counties,  None.  Population  dry  counties,  None 

Number  dry  cities  of  100,000  population  or  more,  None.  Pop.,  None 
Number  dry  cities  of  25,000  population  or  more,  but  less 

than  100,000,  None.  Population  None 

Number  dry  cities  of  10,000  population  or  more,  blit  less 

than  25,000,  3.  Population 36,810 


NEW  JERSEY 


185 


Number  dry  municipalities  of  5,000  population  or  more,  but 

less  than  10,000,  2.  Population  12,327 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  1,000  population  or  more,  but 

less  than  5,000,  12.  Population  26,675 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  less  than  1,000  population 24 

Population  9,358 


Area  under  no-license,  30  sq.  miles.  0.4  per  cent. 
Area  under  license,  7,484  sq.  miles,  99.6  per  cent. 


Population  under  no-license,  136,669.  5.4  per  cent. 

Population  under  license,  2,400,498.  94.6  per  cent. 


New  Jersey  is  under  license,  there  being  not  even  a general 
local  option  provision  of  any  kind  on  the  statute  books  of 
the  state. 

In  the  seven  counties  of  the  state  where  the  population  is 
more  than  50  per  cent  foreign,  the  average  ratio  of  saloons  to 
the  population  is  one  to  317.  In  the  other  14  counties  of  the 
state  the  ratio  is  one  to  455.  In  the, nine  counties  of  the  state 
with  averages  from  5 to  15  per  cent  foreign  population,  the  ratio 
of  saloons  to  population  is  one  to  674. 

According  to  the  Federal  census  of  1910,  there  were  in  the 
state  of  New  Jers^  240,827  boys  and  young  men  between  the  ages 
of  15  and  24.  The  liquor  tax  receipts  show  that  there  is  one 
liquor  dealer  in  New  Jersey  for  every  23  boys  or  young  men 
between  15  and  24  years  of  age. 

The  State  Senate  elected  in  1914  passed  a local  option  bill  by 
a vote  of  11  to  9.  This  bill,  however,  failed  of  passage  in  the 
House.  The  Senate  elected  in  1915  passed  a local  option  bill  by 
a vote  of  12  to  9,  and  the  next  year’s  Senate  passed  the  bill  by  a 
vote  of  14  to  7,  but  the  vote  in  the  House  was  not  sufficient  to 
pass  the  measure. 

At  the  fall  election  in  1916  a majority  of  all  the  votes  cast, 
and  75  per  cent  of  the  Republican  votes,  were  for  candidates 
favorable  to  locjal  option.  The  election  of  members  of  the  Assem- 
bly is  handicapped  by  the  fact  fhat  members  of  the  Assembly  are 
elected  by  counties  rather  than  by  districts,  and  that  24  members 
come  from  two  counties  containing  the  cities  of  Newark,  Jersey 
City  and  Hoboken,  which  are  brewery- dominated.  In  Essex 
county  in  1916  a local  option  State  Senator  was  elected,  and  a 
change  of  three  votes  in  each  election  district  would  have  nomi- 
nated and  elected  12  Assemblymen  pledged  to  local  option  and 
passed  the  bill. 

Names  and  Population  of  All  No-License  Cities  of  10,000  Popula- 
tion But  Less  Than  25,000 

Asbury  Park  10,150  Bridgeton  ...14,209  Millville  12,451 

Names  and  Population  of  All  No-License  Cities  of  5,000  Popula- 
tion But  Less  than  10,000 

Rutherford  ...7,045  Vineland  5,282 

Note. — The  unincorporated  town  of  Ocean  Grove,  with  a population  of 
6,774,  is  dry. 
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Names  and  Population  of  All  No-License  Municipalities  of  1,000 
Population  But  Less  Than  5,000 


Audubon  1,343 

Bogota  1,125 

Bradley  Beach  1,807 
Collingswood  .4,795 


Haddon  H’ghts  1,452 
Haddonfield  ..4,142 

Leonia 1,486 

Ocean  City  ....1,950 


Pennsgrove  ...2,118 

Pitman  1,950 

Prospect  Park.2,719 
Riverton  .......1,788 


Names  and  Population  of  All  No-License  Municipalities  of  Less 
Than  1,000  Population 


Alpine  377 

Brigantine 67 

Cape  May  Pt.  ..  162 

Clinton  836 

Essex  Fells.  . . . 442 
Florham  Park..  558 
Island  Heights.  313 

Linwood  602 

Longport  118 


Margate  City...  129 

Millstone  157 

Mountainside  ..  362 
National  Park..  325 

Northfield  866 

Oaklyn  653 

Port  Republic..  405 
Roseland  486 


Saddle  River...  483 
Seaside  Park...  101 
S.  Cape  May. . . 7 

Upper  Saddle 

River  273 

Ventnor  491 

Wenonah 645 

Woodlynne  ....  500 


NEW  MEXICO 

Area,  122,503  sq.  miles.  ,Area  under  no-license,  119,600  sq.  miles 
Population  (1910),  327,301.  . Population  under  no-license,  40,000 

Population  (estimated,  1915)  396,917 

Urban  population,  46,571.  Rural  population,  280,730 

Per  cent  urban  population,  14.2.  Per  cent  rftral  population,  85.8 

Density  of  population  per  square  mile 2.7 

Foreign-born  population,  23,146.  Per  cent  foreign-born,  7.1 

Native  whites  of  foreign  or  mixed  parentage,  26,331.  Percent,  8.0 
Negro  population,  1,628.  Percent,  0.5 

Illiterate  persons  10  years  of  age  and  over,  48,697.  Per  cent,  20.2 
Illiterate  males  of  voting  age,  16,634.  Per  cent,  17.6 

Total  number  of  families,  78,883.  Number  persons  to  a family,  4.1 
Families  owning  homes,  54,537.  Per  cent,  69.1 

Families  renting  homes,  24,346.  Per  cent,  30.9 

Children  of  school  age,  85,572.  Number  pupils  enrolled,  56,304 
Persons  aged  15  to  20  years  attending  school,  15,807.  Per  cent,  40.7 
Number  church  communicants,  137,009.  Per  cent  of  population,  41.8 

Average  number  of  wage  earners  employed 3,776 

Number  paupers  in  almshouses  per  100,000  population.. 

Number  insane  in  hospitals  per  100,000  population 66.9 

Number  blind  in  asylums  per  100,000  population 169.3 

Number  state  prisoners  per  100,000  population 124.7 

Number  persons  holding  federal  retail  liquor  tax  receipts  (in- 
cluding drug  stores  and  all  other  places  retailing  liquors).  .972 

Number  druggists  107 

Number  breweries  (1916),  2.  Number  distilleries  (1916),  3 

Fermented  liquors  produced  in  1916  (barrels) 9,850 

Distilled  spirits  produced  in  1916  (gallons) 295.9 

Distilled  spirits  rectified  in  1916  (gallons) 21,124.5 

Bushels  grain  used  in  distilling,  1916 

Gallons  of  other  materials  used  in  distilling,  1916 

Number  dry  counties,  1.  Population  dry  counties,  8,504 

Number  dry  cities  of  100,000  population  or  more,  None.  Pop.,  None 
Number  dry  cities  of  25,000  population  or  more,  but  less 
than  100,000,  None.  Population  


None 
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Number  dry  cities  of  10,000  population  or  more,  but  less 

than  25,000,  None.  Population  ...None 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  5,000  population  or  more,  but 

less  than  10,000,  None.  Population .None 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  1,000  population  or  more,  but 

less  than  5,000,  3.  Population  6,430 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  less  than  1,000  population 5 

Population  2,367 


Area  under  no-license,  119,600  sq.  miles.  97.7  per  cent. 


Area  under  license,  2,903  sq.  miles.  2.3  per  cent. 
Population  under  no-license,  40,000.'  12.3  per  cent. 

Population  under  license,  287,301.  87.7  per  cent. 


New  Mexico  is  to  vote  on  a constitutional  amendment  for 
state-wide  Prohibition  at  the  election  in  November,  1917.  The 
amendment,  if  adopted,  goes  into  effect  on  October  1,  1918. 

New  Mexico  is  under  local  option,  each  city  and  village  be- 
ing permitted  to  vote  on  the  liquor  question. 

Under  present  state  laws  no  saloons  are  allowed  to  be 
licensed  “except  within  the  limits  of  a city,  town  or  village  con- 
taining at  least  100  inhabitants.”  A municipal  and  a county  or 
district  Prohibition  law  were  passed  by  the  1913  Legislature. 
Under  these,  incorporated  municipalities  vote  by  themselves,  and 
the  balance  of  the  county,  or  any  smaller  district  therein,  votes 
by  itself.  Thus  it  is  a bisected  county  unit  law.  The  1917  Legis- 
lature amended  this  law  so  as  to  include  incorporated  municipali- 
ties of  1,000  population  or  less,  in  the  country  districts  of  the 
county. 

In  addition  to  some  of  the  municipalities  voting,  15  out  of 
the  26  counties  of  the  state  held  district  elections,  by  which  con- 
siderable territory  was  voted  dry.  In  Dona  Ana  county  the  result 
of  the  total  vote  of  the  county  was  two  to  one  dry,  but  the  county 
seat,  Las  Cruces,  voting  separately  under  the  other  law,  voted 
wet  by  30  out  of  664  votes,  or  the  entire  county  would  be  dry. 

Chaves,  Curry,  Eddy,  Luna,  Otero,  Quay,  Roosevelt,  Sierra, 
Torrence  and  Union  counties  are  nearly  dry;  while  large  portions 
of  Colfax,  Mora  and  San  Miguel  counties  recently  voted  dry. 
In  Eastern  New  Mexico  a territory  200  miles  long  by  150  miles 
wide  has  only  about  a dozen  saloons  left.  A number  of  places 
were  also  made  dry  by  law  enforcement.  On  the  “cut-off”  rail- 
way from  Belen  to  Clovis,  a distance  of  240  miles,  but  one  place 
still  retains  the  saloon.  From  Raton  south  to  Las  Vegas,  110 
miles,  only  two  places  now  have  saloons,  while  for  65  miles 
south  from  there  on  practically  everything  has  been  voted  dry 
or  closed  by  law.  For  250  miles  south  of  Albuquerque,  there  are 
only  six  places  having  legally  licensed  saloons. 

New  Mexico  is  ripe  for  state-wide  Prohibition.  Submission 
carried  strongly  in  the  lower  house  of  the  Legislature  in  1913, 
and  failed  in  the  Senate  by  but  two  votes  of  going  to  a vote  of 
the  people. 
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Directly  and  indirectly  affecting  saloons,  laws  were  recently 
passed  more  strictly  prohibiting  gambling,  prohibiting  minors 
from  loitering  about  pool  rooms,  and  strictly  prohibiting  the 
white  slave  traffic. 

Names  and  Population  of  All  No-License  Counties 

San  Juan  • .. .8,504 

Names  and  Population  of  All  No-License  Municipalities  of  1,000 
Population  But  Less  Than  5,000 

Artesia  1,883  Clovis  3,255  Portales  1,292 

Names  and  Population  of  All  No- License  Municipalities  of  Less 

Than  1,000  Population 

509  Farmington  ...  785  Lake  Arthur .. . 344 

280  Hagerman 449 


Aztec  . 
Dayton 
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Area,  47,654  sq.  miles.  Area  under  no-license,'  28,000  sq.  miles 

Population  (1910)  9,113,614.  Population  under  no-license,  646,710 

Population  (estimated,  1915)  10,086,568 

Urban  population,  7,185,494.  Rural  population  1,928,120 

Per  cent  urban  population,  78.8.  Per  cent  rural  population,  21.2 

Density  of  population  per  square  mile 191.2 

Foreign-born  population,  2,748,011.  Per  cent  foreign-born,  30.2 
Native  whites  of  foreign  or  mixed  parentage,  3,007,248.  Per  cent,  33.0 
Negro  population,  134,191.  Percent,  1.5 

Illiterate  persons  10  years  of  age  and  over,  406,020.  Per  cent,  5.5 
Illiterate  males  of  voting  age,  170,030  Per  cent,  6.0 

Total  number  of  families,  2,046,845.  Number  persons  to  a family,  4.5 
Families  owning  homes,  622,125.  Per  cent,  30.3 

Families  renting  homes,  1,387,900.  Per  cent,  69.7 

Children  of  school  age,  2,067,017.  Number  pupils  enrolled,  1,422,969 
Persons  aged  15  to  20  years  attending  school,  281,604.  Per  cent,  27.3 
Number  church  communicants,  3,591,974.  Per  cent  of  population,  39.4 

Average  number  of  wage  earners  employed 1,057,857 

Number  paupers  in  almshouses  per  100,000  population 132.0 

Number  insane  in  hospitals  per  100,000  population 343.2 

Number  blind  in  asylums  per  100,000  population 51.5 

Number  state  prisoners  per  100,000  population 137.1 

Number  persons  holding  federal  retail  liquor  tax  receipts  (in- 
cluding drug  stores  and  all  other  places  retailing  liquors). 30, 638 

Number  druggists  . . . .1,896 

Number  breweries  (1916),  161.  Number  distilleries  (1916),  15 

Fermented  liquors  produced  in  1916  (barrels) 12,732,529 

Distilled  spirits  produced  in  1916  (gallons) 13,802,024.2 

Distilled  spirits  rectified  in  1916  (gallons) 20,054,629.4 

Bushels  grain  used  in  distilling,  1916 1,414,771 

Gallons  of  other  materials  used  in  distilling,  1916 43,260,248 

Number  dry  counties.  4.  Population  dry  counties,  103,845 

Number  dry  cities  of  100,000  population  or  more,  None.  Pop.,  None 
Number  dry  cities  of  25,000  population  or  more,  but  less 

than  100,000,  None.  Population  None 

Number  dry  cities  of  10,000  population  or  more,  but  less 

than  25,000,  None.  Population  .i(.None 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  5,000  population  or  more,  but 

less  than  10,000,  3.  Population  17,435 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  1,000  population  or  more,  but 

less  than  5,000,  92.  Population  184,818 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  less  than  1,000  population 129 

Population 65,409 

Area  under  no-license,  28,000  sq.  miles.  58.8  per  cent. 

Area  under  license,  19,654  sq.  miles.  41.2  per  cent. 


Population  under  no-license,  646,710.  7.1  per  cent. 

Population  under  license,  8,466,904.  92.9  per  cent. 
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New  York  has  local  option  for  towns  only,  under  the  Raines 
law  adopted  in  1896.  It  provides  for  an  Excise  Department  to 
control  the  liquor  trade  throughout  the  state,  directed  by  a Com- 
missioner appointed  by  the  Governor  for  five  years. 

The  Raines  law  provides  for  the  submission  to  the  people  of 
four  questions  relative  to  permitting  the  sale  of  liquor  (1)  to  be 
drunk  on  the  premises,  (2)  not  to  be  drunk  on  the  premises,  (3) 
in  drug  stores  on  physicians’  prescriptions,  and  (4)  in  hotels. 

Of  the  ten  millions  of  people  living  in  New  York  state  about 
eight  millions  live  in  cities  and  are  entirely  disfranchised  on  the 
liquor  question.  * 

In  1899  there  were  only  276  dry  towns  in  the  state.  In  1917 
there  are  520  dry  towns  out  of  932  in  the  state,  and  the  towns  of 
several  other  counties  were  to  vote  after  March  1 and  most  of 
the  counties  of  the  state  hold  their  biennial  elections  in  the  fall 
of  the  odd-numbered  years. 

During  1916  all  the  temperance  forces  of  the  state,  including 
the  W.  C.  T.  U.,  the  Prohibition  party,  the  Good  Templars  and  the 
New  York  Civic  League,  united  in  support  of  a joint  program  con- 
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sisting  of:  (1)  as  the  ultimate  thing  for  the  state  as  a whole,  a 

Prohibition  amendment  to  the  state  Constitution;  (2)  for  all 
units  less  than  the  state,  and  pending  state-wide  Prohibition,  the 
“Optional  Prohibition  Remonstrance  Bill”  originated  by  the  Anti- 
Saloon  League.  This  measure,  operating  by  remonstrance  peti- 
tion instead  of  a vote,  would  give  women  a voice  on  an  equality 
with  men,  without  raising  the  issue  of  woman  suffrage  or  the 
question  of  constitutionality.  It  utilizes  the  existing  precedent 
under  which  women  may  now  sign  consents  to  bring  saloons  into 
a community.  It  would  operate  in  counties,  cities,  towns  (town- 
ships), villages,  and  in  cities  of  50,000  or  over,  also  by  election  dis- 
tricts or  groups  of  adjoining  election  districts.  It  has  a full  code 
of  enforcement  features  and  would  make  it  possible  for  the  towns 
which  have  voted  under  the  Raines  law  to  secure  the  better  en- 
forcement features  provided  by  this  measure  without  the  risk  of 
losing  what  they  now  have.  It  would  not  repeal  the  Raines  law 
but  would  enable  the  people  to  suspend  its  licensing  feature  at 
will.  This  measure  has  been  officially  endorsed  by  name  by  de- 
nominational bodies  representing  a large  majority  of  the  churches, 
and  by  such  conservative  journals  as  The  Outlook. 

About  300  New  York  City  clergymen,  including  Greek  and 
Roman  Catholics,  Jewish  rabbis  and  28  Episcopal  rectors,  issued 
a call  to  the  clergymen  of  the  state  for  a “concerted  discussion”  of 
this  joint  program  on  one  Sunday.  Upwards  of  3,000  pastors  in  the 
state  at  large  responded  to  the  call  on  the  last  Sunday  in  January. 

Governor  Charles  S.  Whitman  was  fought  by  the  liquor  in- 
terests in  the  primary  and  election  campaigns  of  1916  because 
of  his  open  approval  of  the  proposition  to  give  the  cities  the  same 
right  of  self-government  on  the  liquor  question  enjoyed  by  the 
towns.  He  was  elected  by  over  160,000,  and  in  addition  to  recom- 
mending such  legislation  in  his  message  to  the  Legislature  of  1917, 
announced  his  intention  of  doing  the  utmost  possible  to  force 
the  passage  of  a straight  city  local  option  bill. 

On  October  1,  1916,  some  600  barrooms  went  out  of  existence 
in  New  York  state,  voted  out  at  the  last  preceding  election  in 
nearly  a hundred  new  towns  by  the  approximately  one-fifth  of 
the  population  of  the  state  which  alone  can  vote  on  the  question. 
This  is  two-thirds  as  many  as  were  put  out  of  business  in  Ne- 
braska and  three  times  as  many  as  were  closed  in  South  Dakota 
by  state  Prohibition  by  the  vote  of  November  7,  1916. 

Names  and  Population  of  All  No-License  Counties 

Delaware 45,575  Tioga 25,624  Yates 18,642 

Schuyler.  . . . 14,004 

Names  and  Population  of  All  No-License  Municipalities  of  5,000 
Population  But  Less  Than  10,000 

Fredonia  5,285  Malone  6,467  Medina  5,683 


Names  and  Population  of  All  No-License  Municipalities  of  1,000 
Population  But  Less  Than  5,000 


Adams  

..1,458 

Baldwinsville  .3,099 

Cambridge  . 

. .1,528 

Andover  . . . . 

..1,136 

Ballston  Spa  .4,138 

Camden  . . . . 

. .2,170 

Angelica  . . . 

...1,056 

Bath  3,884 

Canastota  . . 

. .3,247 

Arcade  

..1,294 

Belmont  1,094 

Canisteo  . . . 

. ..2.259 

Avoca 

. .1,057 

Brocton  1,181 

Canton  

. .2,701 

Bainbridge  . 

..1,159 

Caledonia  ....1,290 

Castile  

. .1,040 
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Cattaraugus  . 

.1,165 

Hancock  

.1,329 

Phoenix  

.1,642 

Cazenovia  . . . 

..1,861 

Holley  

.1,679 

Pittsford  . . . . 

.1,205 

Chateaugay  . 

.1,045 

Homer  

.2,695 

Port  Byron  . . 

.1,085 

Clifton  Sp’gs 

.1,600 

Honeoye  Falls  1,169 

Potsdam  

.4,036 

Cobleskill  .... 

.2,088 

Horseheads  . . 

.1,778 

Pulaski  

..1.788 

Corinth  

.2,166 

Lest’rshire  Cty  3,775 

Randolph  . . . , 

..1,298 

Cornwall  .... 

.2,658 

Little  Valley  . 

.1,368 

Salem  

.1,250 

Delhi  

.1,736 

Manlius  

.1,314 

Scotia  

..2,957 

Deposit  

.1,864 

Marathon  . . . 

.1,079 

Shortsville  . . 

.1,112 

Dexter  

.1,005 

Massena  

.2,951 

Sidney  

.2,507 

Dolgeville  . . . 

.2,685 

Mayville  

.1,122 

Spencerport  . 

.1,000 

Dundee  

.1,228 

Middleburg  . . 

.1,114 

Trumansburg 

.1,188 

E.  Rochester  . 

.2,398 

Montour  Falls 

1,208 

Unadilla  . . . . , 

..1,009 

Elmira  Hghts 

2,732 

Moravia 

.1,324 

Union  

.1,544 

Endicott  

.2,408 

Naples  

.1,093 

Walden  

..4,004 

Fairport  

.3,112 

New  Berlin  .. 

.1,114 

Walton  

..3,103 

Falconer  .... 

.2,141 

New  Paltz 

.1,230 

Warsaw 

.3,206 

Fayetteville  . 

.1,481 

Norwood  .... 

.1,993 

Watkins  

,.2,817 

Franklinville 

.1,568 

Nunda  

.1,043 

Waverly  

,.4,855 

Friendship 

.1,218 

Owego  

.4,633 

Wayland  

.1,392 

Gouverneur  .. 

.4,128 

Oxford  

.1,654- 

Wellsville  . . . 

.4,382 

Greene  

.1,275 

Painted  Post  . 

.1,224 

W.  Carthage  . 

..1,393 

Greenwich  . . . 

.2,314 

Penn  Yan  . . . 

.4,597 

Westfield 

.2,985 

Groton  

.1,260 

Perry  

.4,388 

Wolcott  

.1,216 

Hamilton  . . . . 

.1,689 

Phelps  

.1,354 

Names  and  Population  of  All  No-License  Municipalities  of  Less 
Than  1,000  Population 


Afton  

. 729 

Dry den  

709 

Livonia  

823 

Alexander  . . . . 

. 212 

Earlville  

874 

Louisville  .... . 

Alfred  

, 759 

East  Randolph. 

593 

Lyndonville  . . . 

647 

Andes  

. 414 

Edwards 

476 

McGrawville  . . 

931 

Antwerp  

. 974 

Ellicottville  . . . 

985 

Macedon 

536 

Argyle 

. 231 

Ellisburg  

702 

Manchester  . . . 

881 

Aurora  

. 493 

Esperance  

263 

Mannsville  .... 

330 

Barker 

,.  441 

Fabius  

344 

Marcellus  

917 

Belleville  

. 344 

Ft.  Covington.  . 

877 

Margaretville  .. 

669 

Bergen  

. 637 

Franklin  

473 

Mayfield 

590 

Black  River... 

. 916 

Fair  Haven  . . . 

571 

Meridian 

326 

Bloomingdale  . 

. 382 

Freeville 

318 

Milford 

511 

Brookfield  

. 395 

Gainesville  

327 

Millerton  

858 

Brownville  . . . 

. 854 

Galway  

112 

Moira  

Brushton  .... 

Gilbertsville  ... 

455 

Monterey  

Burdett 

. 382 

Glen  Park 

522 

Montgomery  . . 

.941 

Canaseraga  . . . 

. 754 

Hammond  

404 

Mooers  

560 

Candor  

. 737 

Hannibal  

330 

Morris  

535 

Cato 

. 374 

Henderson 

340 

Morristown 

540 

Celoron  

. 619 

Hermon  

587 

Morrisville  .... 

500 

Chase  Mills... 

Hilton  .... 

627 

Newark  Valley. 

925 

Chaumont  . . . . 

*.  708 

Hobart  

544 

Newfield  

354 

Cherry  Creek. . 

,.  606 

Interlaken  

693 

Nichols  

533 

Chittenango  . . 

..  678 

Kirkwood 

Norfolk  

Churehville  . . . 

. 565 

Lacona  

443 

North  Russell.. 

Cohocton  

. 838 

Lakewood 

564 

Odessa  

330 

DeRuyter  

. 538 

Laurens  

242 

Oramel  

131 

Dresden  

. 345 

Lisle  

329 

Otego  

676 
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Otselic  

Ovid 548 

Panama  337 

Pawling  848 

Pike  422 

Pine  Hill 417 

Pitcairn 

Port  Dickinson.  437 

Portville  758 

Prattsburg  684 

Preble  

Raymondville  . 

Red  Creek 457 

Richburg  * 451 

Richville 307 


Rushville  463 

Russell  

Sandy  Creek....  617 

Savannah 521 

Savona  587 

Sherburne  960 

Sherman  836 

Silver  Springs..  974 
Sinclairville  . . . 542 
Smithvilje  .... 

Smyrna 257 

South  Colton... 
South  Otselic.. 

Spencer  569 

Stamford  973 


Tully  551 

Unionville  351 

Van  Etten 476 

Victor  881 

Waddington  ...  731 
Wampsville  . . - 212 

Wellsburg  432 

Westport * 692 

West  Potsdam. 
West  Winfield..  726 
Whitney  Pt.  ...  744 

Wilson 655 

Windsor  637 

Woodhull 316 


NORTH  CAROLINA 

Area,  48,740  sq.  miles.  Area  under  no-license,  48,740  sq.  miles 

Population  (1910),  2,206,287.  Population  under  no-license,  2,206,287 

Population  (estimated,  1915)  2,371,095 

Urban  population,  318,474.  Rural  population,  1,887,813 

Per  cent  urban  population,  14.4.  Per  cent  rural  population,  85.6 

Density  of  population  per  square  mile ,....45.3 

Foreign-born  population,  6,092.  Per  cent  foreign-born,  0.3 

Native  whites  of  foreign  or  mixed  parentage,  8,851.  Per  cent,  0.4 

Negro  population,  697,843.  Per  cent,  31.6 

Illiterate  persons  10  years  of  age  and  over,  291,497.  Percent,  18.5 
Illiterate  males  of  voting  age,  107,563.  Percent,  21.3 

Total  number  of  families,  440,334.  Number  persons  to  a family,  5.0 
Families  owning  homes,  203,552.  Per  cent,  46.2 

Families  renting  homes,  236,782.  Percent,  53.8 

Children  of  school  age,  690,050.  Number  pupils  enrolled,  520,404 
Persons  aged  15  to  20  years  attending  school,  124,038.  Per  cent,  43.2 
Number  church  communicants,  824,385.  Per  cent  of  population,  37.3 

Average  number  of  wage  earners  employed 136,844 

Number  paupers  in  almshouses  per  100,000  population 63.0 

Number  insane  in  hospitals  per  100,000  population 114.3 

Number  blind  in  asylums  per  100,000  population 70.8 

Number  state  prisoners  per  100,000  population 64.4 

Number  persons  holding  federal  retail  liquor  tax  receipts  (in-  . 
eluding  drug  stores  and  all  other  places  retailing  liquors)  . .202 

Number  druggists  733 

Number  breweries  (1916),  None.  Number  distilleries  (1916),  None 

Fermented  liquors  produced  in  1916  (barrels) None 

Distilled  spirits  produced  in  1916  (gallons) None 

Distilled  spirits  rectified  in  1916  (gallons) None 

Bushels  grain  used  in  distilling,  1916 None 

Gallons  of  other  materials  used  in  distilling,  1916 None 

Number  dry  counties,  100.  Population  dry  counties.  2,206,287 

Number  dry  cities  of  100,000  population  or  more,  None.  Pop.,  None 
Number  dry  cities  of  25,000  population  or  more,  but  less 

than  100,000,  2.  Population  59,762 

Number  dry  cities  Of  10,000  population  or  more,  but  less 

than  25,000,  5.  Population  89,283 
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Number  dry  municipalities  of  5,000  population  or  more,  but 

less  than  10,000,  13.  Population 96,184 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  1,000  population  or  more,  but 

less  than  5,000,  79.  Population  166,829 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  less  than  1,000  population 355 

Population  124,838 

Area  under  no-license,  48,740  sq.  miles.  100  per  cent. 

Area  under  license,  None. 

Population  under  no-license,  2,206,287.  100  per  cent. 

Population  under  license,  None. 


North  Carolina  is  under  statutory  Prohibition.  The  law  was 
adopted  by  a referendum  on  May  26,  1908,  the  vote  being  113,612 
to  69,416.  This  law  prohibits  not  only  the  sale  but  the  manufac- 
ture of  intoxicating  liquors.  It  became  operative  January  1,  1909. 

The  next  battle  was  that  against  the  near-beer  saloon.  The 
state-wide  Prohibition  law  defined  intoxicating  liquors  to  mean, 
“All  liquors  or  mixtures  thereof,  by  whatever  name  called,  that 
will  produce  intoxication.”  Thereupon,  near-beer  joints  sprang 
up  all  over  the  state,  but  these  were  short  lived.  Churches  and 
citizens  got  together  and,  as  a result,  the  Legislature  of  1911,  by 
an  almost  unanimous  vote  in  both  Houses,  passed  a Prohibition 
law  (known  as  the  near-  beer  law)  prohibiting  “the  sale  of  near- 
beer,  beerine  and  other  similar  drinks  containing  alcohol,  cocaine, 
morphine  or  other  opium  derivative,”  except  in  certain  cases. 
The  Legislature  also  passed  a law  forbidding  clubs  to  maintain 
“a  club  room  or  other  place  where  intoxicating  liquors  are 
received,  kept  or  stored  for  barter,  sale,  exchange,  distribution  or 
division  among  the  members  of  any  such  club,  or  association  or 
aggregation  of  persons,  or  to  or  among  any  other  person  or  per- 
sons by  any  means  whatever.”  Under  these  laws  temperance 
reform  is  making  great  progress. 

The  General  Assembly  of  1913  passed  a strong  search  and 
seizure  law  making  over  one  gallon  of  liquor  in  one’s  possession 
prima  facie  evidence  of  guilt.  This  act  makes  it  unlawful  for 
anyone  “to  engage  in  the  business  of  selling,  exchanging,  barter- 
ing, giving  away  for  the  purpose  of  direct  or  indirect  gain,  or 
otherwise  handling  spirituous,  vinous  or  malt  liquors.”  Thus  it 
is  not  necessary  to  prove  the  sale  to  convict  the  blind  tiger 
operator.  This  law  has  reduced  the  selling  two-thirds. 

After  the  passage  of  the  search  and  seizure  law  and  the 
gallon  act  of  1913,  the  principal  difficulty  was  with  the  liquors 
shipped  into  the  state,  ostensibly  for  personal  use,  and  the  blind 
tiger  drug  store  under  the  disguise  of  selling  on  prescription.  To 
remedy  these  evils,  at  the  General  Assembly  of  1915,  an  act  was 
secured  to  prohibit  the  delivery  and  receipt  of  more  than  one 
quart  of  liquor  in  15  days,  whether  for  personal  use  or  other- 
wise; to  prohibit  the  use  of  another’s  name'  in  ordering,  or  to 
prohibit  any  one  from  allowing  his  name  to  be  used  in  ordering; 
to  make  it  unlawful  for  drug  stores  to  handle  liquor,  even  as 
medicines,  providing  that  they  can  receive,  by  shipment,  only 
pure  alcohol.  This  legislation  has  killed  the  blind  tiger  drug 
store  and  reduced  shipments  of  liquors  into  North  Carolina  at 
least  four-fifths. 

The  few  blind  tigers  now  operating  in  the  state  are  supplied 
by  a blockade  still  here  and  there  or  by  liquor  brought  in  from 
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Washington,  D.  C.,  on  automobiles;  to  remedy  which  we  have  a 
law  that  provides  that  an  automobile  so  used  shall  be  advertised 
and  sold,  after  the  party  is  convicted,  and  that  the  price  thereof 
shall  go  to  the  school  fund  of  the  county. 

Practically  all  the  religious  bodies  of  the  state,  in  their  an- 
nual gatherings  during  the  fall  of  1916,  passed  resolutions  strongly 
advocating  “bone-dry”  Prohibition.  The  biennial  convention  of 
the  North  Carolina  Anti-Saloon  League  which  was  held  at  Ra- 
leigh, January  14-15,  1917,  and  which  had  the  largest  registration 
of  delegates  of  any  like  convention  held  in  the  state  for  eight 
years,  passed  resolutions  calling  for  “bone-dry”  Prohibition,  an 
anti-liquor  advertising  law,  and  an  ouster  law,  also  for  a Prohi- 
bition Commissioner  and  other  legislation. 

The  General  Assembly  of  1917  passed  a bill  making  the  manu- 
facture of  intoxicating  liquors  a felony  and  placing  the  punish- 
ment at  the  minimum  of  12  months’  imprisonment  in  state’s  prison. 

There  is  also  a law  against  the  soliciting  of  orders  for  intoxi- 
cating liquors.  After  July  1,  1917,  the  state  will  be  “bone-dry,” 
and  no  liquor  advertisements  will  circulate  through  the  mails. 
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Area,  70,183  sq.  miles.  Area  under  no-license,  70,183  sq.  miles 
Population  (1910)  577,056.  Population  under  no-license,  577,056 

Population  (estimated,  1915)  713,083 

Urban  population,  63,236.  Rural  population,  513,820 

Per  cent  urban  population,  11.0.  Per  cent  rural  population,  89.0 

Density  of  population  per  square  mile 8.2 

Foreign-born  population,  156,654.  Per  cent  foreign-born,  27.1 

Native  whites  of  foreign  or  mixed  parentage,  251,236.  Per  cent,  43.5 
Negro  population,  617.  Per  cent,  0.1 

Illiterate  persons  10  years  of  age  and  over,  13,070.  Percent,  3.1 
Illiterate  males  of  voting  age,  5,467.  Per  cent,  3.1 

Total  number  of  families,  120,910.  Number  persons  to  a family,  4.8 
Families  owning  homes,  87,641.  Per  cent,  72.6 

Families  renting  homes,  33,269.  Percent,  27.4 

Children  of  school  age,  185,963.  Number  pupils  enrolled,  142,434 
Persons  aged  15  to  20  years  attending  school,  25,230.  Per  cent,  36.5 
Number  church  communicants,  159,053.  Per  cent  of  population,  27.5 

Average  number  of  wage  earners  employed 3,275 

Number  paupers  in  almshouses  per  100,000  population 14.0 

Number  insane  in  hospitals  per  100,000  population 108.8 

Number  blind  in  asylums  per  100,000  population 28.9 

Number  state  prisoners  per  100,000  population 63.6 

Number  persons  holding  federal  retail  liquor  tax  receipts,  (in- 
cluding drug  stores  and  all  other  places  retailing  liquors).  .306 

Number  druggists  317 

Number  breweries  (1916),  None.  Number  distilleries  (1916),  None 

Fermented  liquors  produced  in  1916  (barrels) None 

Distilled  spirits  produced  in  1916  (gallons) None 

Distilled  spirits  rectified  in  1916  (gallons) None 

Bushels  grain  used  in  distilling,  1916 None 

Gallons  of  other  materials  used  in  distilling,  1916 None 

Number  dry  counties,  53.  Population  dry  counties,  577,056 

Number  dry  cities  of  100,000  population  or  more,  None.  Pop.,  None 
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Number  dry  cities  of  25,000  population  or  more,  but  less 

than  100,000,  None.  Population  None 

Number  dry  cities  of  10,000  population  or  more,  but  less 

than  25,000,  2.  Population  26,809 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  5,000  population  or  more,  but 

less  than  10,000,  3.  Population  16,788 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  1,000  population  or  morfe,  but 

less  than  5,000,  28.  Population  51,784 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  less  than  1,000  population 178 

Population  65,396 

Area  under  no-license,  70,183  sq.  miles.  100  per  cent. 

Area  under  license,  None. 

Population  under  no-license,  577,056.  100  per  cent. 

Population  under  license,  None. 


North  Dakota  is  under  constitutional  Prohibition.  This  pro- 
vision was  adopted  by  a vote  of  the  people  on  October  1,  1889, 
and  became  effective  November  2,  1889.  Prohibition  has  been 
in  force  therefore  in  the  state  of  North  Dakota  for  a period  of 
27  years.  It  has  never  been  so  well  enforced  or  so  satisfactory  to 
the  people  as  it  is  at  the  present  time. 

The  population  of  the  state  from  1890  to  1910  increased  more 
than  200  per  cent.  The  value  of  the  crop  production  increased 
from  $53,911,419  in  1899  to  $180,279,872  in  1909,  or  234.4  per  cent. 
The  value  of  live  stock  increased  during  the  same  period 
155  per  cent.  * 

North  Dakota  led  every  state  in  the  Union  in  railroad  con- 
struction during  the  year  1913.  The  agricultural  wealth  of  the 
state  exceeds  the  agricultural  wealth  of  the  six  combined  New 
England  states,  and,  with  the  exception  of  Texas,  exceeds  in 
value  any  of  the  16  Southern  states,  all  of  which,  except  Dela- 
ware and  Florida,  have  more  than  three  times  North  Dakota’s 
population.  North  Dakota,  with  no  saloons,  has  one  bank  for 
every  749  inhabitants.  From  1898  to  1913,  the  bank  deposits  in 
the  state  increased  1,000  per  cent,  the  per  capita  bank  deposit 
now  being  approximately  $150.  The  estimated  per  capita  wealth 
is  $2,047.  There  is  one  automobile  in  the  state  for  every  46 
inhabitants. 

Under  the  law,  not  even  a druggist  is  permitted  to  sell 
intoxicating  liquors  for  medicinal  purposes,  and  the  law  is  well 
enforced. 

In  1915  injunctions  were  placed  on  the  four  railroads  oper- 
ating in  the  state,  restraining  them  from  delivering  any  liquor 
to  be  used  in  violation  of  the  laws  of  North  Dakota. 

North  Dakota  has  tried  Prohibition  for  27  years.  Every  year 
has  found  the  people  more  in  favor  of  the  law.  Not  a single  bill 
has  ever  passed  the  Legislature  and  been  signed  by  the  Governor 
since  statehood  that  was  intended  to  weaken  or  break  down  the 
Prohibition  law.  Each  succeeding  Legislature  has  strengthened 
the  law.  The  people  have  by  observation  and  experience  become 
convinced  of  the  physical,  social,  economic  and  political  benefits 
of  the  dry  principle.  Thirty-five  per  cent  of  the  population  are 
of  Scandinavian  descent,  and  about  10  per  cent  are  German.  The 
former  are  the  bulwark  of  Prohibition.  During  1916,  William 
Langer,  who  had  proved  himself  a most  aggressive  enforcer  of 
the  Prohibition  and  other  laws  while  two  years  County  Attorney, 
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was  nominated  at  the  primaries  by  20,000  majority  and  elected 
in  November  by  four  to  one.  A most  drastic  bootlegging  law  was 
sent  to  the  people  by  referendum  and  carried  by  a large  majority. 

The  Legislature  of  1917  passed  a “bone-dry”  law  which  was 
signed  by  the  Governor  on  March  9,  1917.  It  provides  that  after 
July  1,  1917,  it  shall  be  unlawful  for  any  person,  firm  or  corpora- 
tion, to  deliver,  receive  or  have  in  possession  for  delivery  in  the 
state  any  intoxicating  liquors  for  any  purpose  whatever  except 
to  registered  pharmacists  for  medicinal,  mechanical,  sacramental 
or  scientific  purposes. 
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Area,  40,740  sq.  miles.  Area  under  no-license,  34,500  sq.  miles 
Population  (1910),  4,767,121.  Population  under  no-license,  2,000,000 

Population  (estimated,  1915)  5,088,627 

Urban  population,  2,665,143.  Rural  population,  2,101,978 

Per  cent  urban  population,  55.9  Per  cent  rural  population,  44.1 

Density  of  population  per  square  mile 117 

Foreign-born  population,  598,374.  Per  cent  foreign-born,  12.6 

Native  whites  of  foreign  or  mixed  parentage,  1,024,393.  Per  cent,  21.5 
Negro  population,  111,452.  Per  cent,  2.3 

Illiterate  persons  10  years  of  age  and  over,  124,774.  Percent,  3.2 

Illiterate  males  of  voting  age,  62,998.  Per  cent,  4.2 

Total  number  of  families,  1,138,165.  Number  persons  to  a family,  4.2 
Families  owning  homes,  574,085.  Per  cent,  50.4 

Families  renting  homes,  564,080.  Per  cent,  49.6 

Children  of  school  age,  1,075,686.  Number  pupils  enrolled,  838,080 
Persons  aged  15  to  20  years  attending  school,  173,940.  Per  cent,  32.2 
Number  church  communicants,  1,742,873.  Per  cent  of  population,  36.5 

Average  number  of  wage  earners  employed 510,435 

Number  paupers  in  almshouses  per  100,000  population. ; ....  .169.5 

Number  insane  in  hospitals  per  100,000  population 222.2 

Number  blind  in  asylums  per  100,000  population 78.5 

Number  state  prisoners  per  100,000  population 84.0 

Number  persons  holding  federal  retail  liquor  tax  receipts  (in- 
cluding drug  stores  and  all  other  places  retailing  liquors) . 8,571 

Number  druggists  2,053 

Number  breweries  (1916)  116.  Number  distilleries  (1916),  38 

Fermented  liquors  produced  in  1916  (barrels) 4,844,239 

Distilled  spirits  produced  in  1916  (gallons) ...12,448,347.7 

Distilled  spirits  rectified  in  1916  (gallons) 11,421,350.3 

Bushels  grain  used  in  distilling,  1916 2,759,001 

Gallons  of  other  materials  used  in  distilling,  1916 None 

Number  dry  counties,  13.  Population  dry  counties,  310,688 

Number  dry  cities  of  100,000  population  or  more,  None.  Pop.,  None 
Number  dry  cities  of  25,000  population  or  more,  but  less 

than  100,000,  None.  Population  None 

Number  dry  cities  of  10,000  population  or  more,  but  less 

than  25,000,  4.  Population  52,447 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  5,000  population  or  more,  but 

less  than  10,000,  17.  Population  133,108 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  1,000  population  or  more,  but 

less  than  5,000,  112.  Population  219,769 
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Number  dry  municipalities  of  less  than  1,000  population 405 

Population  181,581 

Area  under  no-license,  34,500  sq.  miles.  84.7  per  cent. 


Area  under  license,  6,240  sq.  miles.  15.3  per  cent. 
Population  under  no-license.  2,000,000.  42.0  per  cent. 

Population  under  license,  2,767,121.  58.0  per  cent. 


Ohio  is  under  local  option,  the  laws  providing  for  a vote  on 
the  liquor  question  in  municipalities,  townships  and  residence 
districts. 

The  township  local  option  law  was  enacted  in  1888.  Under 
its  provisions  1,277  of  the  1,371  townships  in  the  state  are  dry. 

The  municipal  local  option  law  was  enacted  in  1902.  Under 
the  provisions  of  this  law  more  than  500  incorporated  munici- 
palities and  villages  are  under  Prohibition.  The  residence  dis- 
trict local  option  law  was  enacted  in  1906.  This  law  provided  for 
a vote  in  residence  districts  of  cities.  In  1908  this  law  was 
amended  by  providing  for  a petition  instead  of  election  for  the 
ousting  of  saloons  from  residence  districts  of  cities.  During  the 
first  year  under  the  operation  of  the  residence  district  law 
residence  districts  of  the  largest  cities  in  the  state,  which  dis- 
tricts contained  an  aggregate  population  of  over  425,000,  voted  dry. 

The  county  local  option  law  was  enacted  by  the  Legislature 
in  1908.  During  the  first  two  years  of  the  operation  of  this 
county  law,  58  of  the  88  counties  in  Ohio  voted  dry.  At  the  time 
the  law  was  repealed  by  the  so-called  Home  Rule  constitutional 
amendment  adopted  in  1914  there  were  45  dry  counties  in  the  state. 

In  1912  the  entire  policy  of  dealing  with  the  liquor  traffic 
was  changed.  From  1851  to  1912  Ohio  was  fundamentally  a no- 
license state.  The  constitution  adopted  in  1851  prohibited  the 
licensing  of  the  liquor  traffic  within  the  borders  of  the  state. 
This  provision  was  enacted  to  prohibit  the  liquor  traffic  but  it 
was  never  really  effective,  the  Legislature  and  the  courts  getting 
around  the  wording  of  the  constitutional  amendment  by  substi- 
tuting the  tax  system  for  the  license  system.  In  1912,  however, 
the  voters  of  the  state  adopted  a license  amendment  to  the  con- 
stitution. While  only  about  37  per  cent  of  the  electors  voted  for 
and  against  this  proposition,  the  amendment  was  adopted  by 
more  than  84,000  majority.  This  amendment  was  so  worded  as 
to  apply  to  wet  territory  only,  so  that  none  of  the  old  local  option 
laws  were  invalidated  or  modified  by  the  amendment. 

In  1913  the  Legislature  enacted  a law  carrying  into  effect  the 
provisions  of  the  license  amendment.  This  law  limited  the  num- 
ber of  saloons  in  wet  townships  and  municipalities  to  one  for 
each  500  of  the  population,  and  provided  for  revocation  of  the 
license  on  second  conviction.  The  law  also  prohibited  saloons 
within  300  feet  of  a schoolhouse,  outside  of  business  sections,  and 
prohibited  saloonkeepers  from  selling  to  minors. 

The  license  machinery  consists  of  a State  Liquor  Licensing 
Board  of  three  members  and  a local  board  of  two  members  in 
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each  wet  county.  Members  of  the  state  board  are  appointed  by 
the  Governor  while  members  of  the  county  boards  are  appointed 
by  the  state  board. 

License  cannot  be  granted  to  persons  not  citizens  of  the 
United  States  or  to  those  not  possessing  a “good  moral  char- 
acter’' neither  can  a license  be  granted  to  any  applicant  who  is 
interested  in  the  liquor  business  in  any  other  place.  The  license 
fee  is  $1,000  a year.  One-half  of  the  license  fee  goes  to  the 
municipalities,  three-tenths  to  the  state  and  two-tenths  to  the 
county  poor  fund.  This  license  law  went  into  effect  November  24, 
1913.  As  a result  of  its  operation  approximately  2,500  saloons 
were  compelled  to  quit  business,  thus  reducing  the  number  in  the 
state  from  7,800  to  5,300. 


WET  AND  DRY  MAP  OF  OHIO,  JANUARY  1,  1917 
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Two  constitutional  amendments  having  to  do  with  the  liquor 
problem  were  presented  to  the  people  of  Ohio  at  the  general 
election  in  the  fall  of  1914.  One  of  these  amendments,  presented 
by  the  temperance  forces,  provided  for  state- wide  Prohibition  of 
the  liquor  traffic,  the  other,  presented  by  the  liquor  forces  of  the 
state,  provided  for  so-called  home  rule  on  the  liquor  question. 
The  Brewers’  Home  Rule  amendment  was  so  drawn  as  to  repeal 
the  county  local  option  law,  as  well  as  to  place  in  the  constitu- 
tion a provision  to  prevent  the  Legislature  from  adopting  other 
laws  to  prohibit  the  traffic,  in  any  units  larger  than  townships 
and  incorporated  municipalities. 

While  the  vote  in  favor  of  the  Prohibition  amendment,  reg- 
istered on  election  day,  went  over  the  500,000  mark,  this  amend- 
ment nevertheless  was  defeated  by  ak  majority  of  more  than 
83,000,  and  the  Home  Rule  amendment  was  adopted  by  a major- 
ity of  12,000. 

The  election  of  November  3,  1914,  brought  to  the  voters  of 
Ohio  a new  problem.  There  was  no  reversal  of  temperance  senti- 
ment, but  simply  an  application  of  sentiment  to  a new  unit  of 
government,  viz.,  the  state. 

Before  the  change  in  the  constitution  making  direct  legisla- 
tion the  policy  of  Ohio,  laws  were  secured  through  the  General 
Assembly.  Hamilton  county,  including  Cincinnati,  would  sepd 
12  or  14  members  to  that  body.  A county  like  Medina  or  Carroll 
would  send  one  member.  Fourteen  counties  like  these  would 
offset  the  wet  vote  of  Hamilton  county  to  the  Legislature.  The 
temperance  sentiment  in  over  60  counties  in  the  state  would 
send  men  to  the  General  Assembly  who  voted  right  on  the 
temperance  question.  Consequently,  local  option  and  temperance 
laws  could  be  enacted. 

The  people  in  a majority  of  the  counties  applied  these  law$. 
In  this  way  45  counties  were  kept  in  the  dry  column  and  a large 
number  of  municipalities  and  townships  were  made  dry,  so  that 
a little  over  85  per  cent  of  the  territory  of  the  state  was  free 
from  the  saloon. 

The  people  of  Ohio  adopted  the  initiative  and  referendum  as 
the  policy  of  government  and  the  state  became  the  legislative 
unit  and  the  individual  voter  in  a degree  took  the  place  of  the 
General  Assembly.  The  liquor  interests  realized  this  would  give 
them  an  advantage  in  massing  the  heavy  wet  vote  in  the  cities 
against  the  more  sparsely  settled  districts  and  smaller  cities  and 
villages.  The  large  cities  did  not  have  the  advantage  of  the 
moral  uplift  which  comes  from  many  campaigns  on  this  issue. 
The  townships,  villages  and  smaller  cities  had  gone  through  these 
campaigns  for  more  than  ten  years.  The  educational  effect  was 
good,  even  in  the  counties  which  were  unable  to  abolish  the 
saloon.  The  large  cities  had  their  moral  standards  steadily 
pulled  down  to  a lower  level  by  the  deadening  influence  of  the 
liquor  traffic. 

Before  the  vote  in  1914,  counting  all  the  dry  territory  and  a 
reasonable  estimate  of  the  wet  territory,  Ohio  did  not  have  more 
than  400,000  votes  in  the  state  for  Prohibition.  On  November  3,. 
70  counties  out  of  88  voted  for  state  Prohibition;  18  counties 
against  it.  Seventy-nine  counties  voted  against  the  Home  Rule 
amendment;  nine  voted  for  it.  Heretofore  63  counties  marked 
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the  high  tide  of  dry  sentiment  in  the  state.  Basing  the  estimate 
on  the  1910  census,  the  70  counties  voting  for  Prohibition  had  a 
population  of  2,500,000;  the  18  counties  voting  against  Prohibi- 
tion had  but  2,200,000.  The  79  counties  voting  against  Home 
Rule  had  3,100,000  people;  the  nine  counties  voting  for  Home 
Rule  had  1,600,000  people. 

It  is  clearly  seen  from  the  above  that  by  counties  the  state 
was  overwhelmingly  for  Prohibition  and  against  the  Home  Rule 
amendment.  But  when  the  new  policy  of  government  was  put 
in  operation,  Cincinnati  put  up  75,000  of  a wet  majority.  Four- 
teen dry  counties  could  not  offset  this,  as  had  been  done  in  the 
Legislature.  It  required  more  than  40  dry  counties  in  the  state 
to  offset  Cincinnati’s  wet  vote,  as  recorded  by  an  illegal  count. 

The  adoption  of  the  Home  Rule  amendment  in  the  1914 
election  repealed  the  county  option  law,  and  as  a result  saloons 
gradually  crept  back  into  quite  a number  of  the  county  seats  and 
cities  which  had  been  dry  under  the  county  law.  The  liquor 
interests  expected  to  open  at  least  2,000  additional  saloons  in  the 
dry  counties  of  the  state.  During  the  year  1915,  however,  only 
about  800  new  saloons  were  put  into  operation. 

At  the  present  time  there  are  only  13  dry  counties  in  Ohio. 
Six  other  counties  have  but  one  saloon  each,  while  several  others 
have  only  two  or  three  saloons  each. 

During  1915  municipal  option  elections  were  held  in  117 
places.  Of  this  number,  87  gave  a majority  for  no-license  while 
30  voted  in  favor  of  license.  \ 

The  Prohibition  forces  initiated  a second  state-wide  Prohi- 
bition amendment  which  was  voted  on  at  the  election  in  Novem- 
ber, 1915.  The  liquor  forces  initiated  a so-called  Stability 
League  amendment.  This  Stability  League  amendment  provided 
against  the  voting  on  constitutional  amendments  twice  defeated 
for  a period  of  six  years  from  the  date  of  the  adoption  of  the 
new  constitution  in  1912.  The  Prohibition  amendment  was  again 
defeated  but  the  majority  against  Prohibition  was  55,408  as  com- 
pared with  84,152  in  1914.  The  Brewers’  Stability  League  amend- 
ment, moreover,  was  defeated  by  a majority  of  64,891. 

In  the  1914  election  70  of  the  88  counties  voted  for  Prohibi- 
tion. In  the  1915  election  73  counties  voted  for  Prohibition. 
Only  one  license  county,  Sandusky,  increased  its  anti-Prohibition 
majority  of  1915  over  the  record  of  1914  while  40  s no-license 
counties  increased  their  dry  majorities  over  the  record  of  1914. 
In  Cuyahoga  county,  which  includes  the  city  of  Cleveland,  the 
wet  vote  decreased  3,172  under  the  record  of  1914,  while  the  dry 
vote  increased  3,264  over  the  record  of  1914.  In  Hamilton  county 
which  includes  the  city  of  Cincinnati  the  1915  record  as  compared 
with  the  record  for  1914  shows  a decrease  in  the  wet  vote  of 
4,062  and  an  increase  in  the  dry  vote  of  3,190.  Outside  of 
Hamilton  county  the  state  Prohibition  amendment  swept  Ohio  by 
a majority  of  13,037. 

One  effect  of  the  state-wide  Prohibition  campaigns  in  Ohio 
in  1914  and  1915  has  been  to  greatly  decrease  the  consumption 
of  intoxicating  liquors  even  in  cities  and  municipalities  where 
saloons  exist.  Under  the  law,  a municipality  in  which  saloons 
are  permitted  is  entitled  to  one  saloon  for  each  500  of  the  popula- 
tion. In  the  city  of  Columbus  there  are  50  of  the  total  possible 
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number  of  licenses  which  are  not  used,  and  as  a result  Columbus 
has  50  fewer  saloons  than  the  law  would  permit  it  to  have. 
What  is  true  of  Columbus  in  this  respect  is  true  of  other  license 
towns  and  cities  in  the  state. 

During  1916  there  were  34  municipal  option  elections  in  Ohio. 
Of  these  the  wets  won  19  and  the  drys  15.  There  were  ten  elec- 
tions under  the  township  option  law,  the  drys  winning  seven  and 
the  wets  three. 

The  voters  of  the  state  will  pass  on  another  state-wide  Pro- 
hibition proposal  on  the  6th  of  November,  1917.  The  drys  are 
taking  the  aggressive,  and  the  state  expects  to  put  on  the  biggest 
battle  over  the  liquor  question  ever  waged  in  this  country,  and 
the  drys  believe  conditions  are  favorable  to  success. 


Names  and  Population  of  All  No-License  Counties 

Champaign..  26,351  Harrison....  19,076  Morgan 16,097 

Highland....  28,711 

Knox 30,181 

Lake 22,927 


Morrow 16,815 

Noble 18,601 

Van  Wert...  29,119 


Clinton 23,680 

Fayette 21,744 

Geauga 14,670 

Guernsey....  42,716 

Names  and  Population  of  All  No- License  Cities  of  10,000  Popula- 
tion But  Less  Than  25,000 

Cambridge  ..11,327  Lakewood  ...15,181  Warren 11,081 

Findlay 14,858 

Names  and  Population  of  All  No-License  Cities  of  5,000  Popula- 
tion But  Less  than  10,000 


Ashland  

..6,795 

Madisonville  . 

.5,193 

Urbana  

.7,739 

Athens  

.5,463 

Mount  Vernon 

9,087 

Van  Wert 

.7,157 

Bellefontaine 

..8,238 

Newburgh  . . . 

.5,813 

Washington 

Bowling  Green  5,222 

Painesville  . . , 

.5,501 

Court  House 

7,277 

Conneaut  . . . 

..8,319 

Ravenna  

.5,310 

Wellsville  ... 

.7,769 

E.  Cleveland  . 

..9,179 

Troy  

.6,122 

Wooster  

.6,136 

Names  and  Population  of  All  No-License 

Municipalities  of 

1,000 

Population  But  Less 

Than  5,000 

Ada 

..2,465 

Carrollton  . . . 

.1,730 

Forest  

.1,285 

Antwerp  

,.1,187 

Carthage  .... 

.3.618 

Franklin 

.2,659 

Barnesville  . . 

,4,233 

Cedarville  . . . 

.1,059 

Fredericktown  1,021 

Batavia  

. 1,034 

Chagrin  Falls 

.1,931 

Garrettsville  . 

.1,001 

Bedford  

.1,783 

Chardon  

.1,542 

Geneva  

.2,496 

Bellville  

..1,056 

Coal  Grove  . . 

.1,759 

Georgetown  . 

.1,580 

Belpre  

..1,249 

College  Hill  . 

.1,979 

Granville 

.1,394 

Berea  

Columbiana  . 

.1,582 

Greenfield  . . . 

.4,228 

Bergholz  

.1,011 

Columbus 

Hamden  

.1,019 

Bethel  

.1,201 

Grove  

.1,802 

Hartwell  

.2,823 

Blanchester  .. 

.1,813 

Crooksville  . . 

.3,028 

Hicksville  . . . 

.2,395 

Bluffton 

..1,953 

DeGraff  

.1,082 

Hillsboro  

.4,296 

Bradford  

.1,844 

Delta  

.1,689 

Hubbard  

.1,699 

Brookville  . . . 

,.1,187 

Dresden 

.1,549 

Hudson  

1,021 

Bryan  

..3,641 

Dunkirk 

.1,109 

Jamestown  . . 

.1,133 

Byesville  

.3,156 

East  Palestine 

3,537 

Jefferson  

,1,461 

Cadiz 

,.1,971 

Edgerton 

.1,072 

Kent  

. 4,488 

Caldwell  . . . . 

..1,430 

Euclid  

.1,953 

Leipsic  

.1,773 

Cardington  . . 

,.1,349 

Fairport  

.2,263 

Lisbon  

.3,084 
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Lodi  .. 1,015 

Loudonville  ...1,804 

Loveland 1,421 

McArthur  1,107 

McComb  1,088 

McConnelsville  1,831 
Manchester  ...1,966 
Mechanicsburg  1,446 

Medina  2,734 

Middleport  ....3,194 
Millersburg  ...2,020 
Mineral  City  .1,032 

Minerva  1,396 

Montpelier 2,759 

Mount  Gilead  .1,673 
Mt.  Sterling  ...1,071 
N’wcom’rst’wn  2,943 
New  London  ..1,557 
N.  Olmstead  ..1,030 


Aberdeen  568 

Adamsville  176 

Adena 570 

Agosta  

Albany  546 

Alexandria 414 

Alger  730 

Alvordton  402 

Amanda 484 

Amelia  417 

Amesville 267 

Andover 902 

Ansonia  656 

Antioch 169 

Applecreek  ....  400 

Arcadia  380 

Arlington  798 

Arlington  Hts..  468 

Ashley 706 

Athalia 226 

Bairdstown 240 

Baltic  377 

Baltimore 551 

Basil  504 

Batesville 282 

Bay  450 

Beallsville 564 

Beaver 286 

Beaver  Dam. . . 455 

Bellbrook  283 

Belle  Center...  889 
Belle  Valley....  689 


Nottingham  . 

.2,387 

S.  Charleston 

.1,181 

Oak  Hill  

.1,148 

Swanton  . . . . 

.1,058 

Oakley  

.1,639 

Sylvania  . . . . 

.1,002 

Oberlin  

.4,365 

Toronto  

.4,271 

Orrville 

.3,101 

Uhrichsville  . 

.4,751 

Oxford  

..2,017 

Wadsworth  . . 

.3,073 

Perrysburg  . . 

..1,913 

Wauseon  

.2,650 

Plain  City  . . . 

..1,407 

Wellington  . . 

.2,131 

Pleasant  Ridge  1,769 

W.  Alexandria  1,030 

Richwood  . . . 

.1,729 

W.  Carrollton 

1,285 

Rockfor^  .... 

..1,186 

W.  Liberty  . . , 

.1,288 

Rockport  

..3,179 

W.  Milton 

.1,207 

Roseville  

.2,113 

W.  Union  . . . . 

.1,080 

Sabina  

.1,514 

Westerville  . . 

.1,903 

St.  Clairsville 

.1,393 

Willoughby  . . 

.2,072 

St.  Paris 

.1,261 

Wilmington  . . 

.4,491 

Salineville  . . . 

.2,403 

Wyoming 

.1,893 

Sebring  

.2,104 

Yellow  Springs  1,360 

Shreve  

..1,016 

i of  All  No-License 

Municipalities  of 

Less 

fhan  1,000  Population 

- 

Belmont  

. 572 

Canal 

Belmore  

. 298 

Winchester 

..  740 

Beloit  

..  510 

Canfield 

..  685 

Benton  Ridge. 

. 352 

Cannelville  . . 

. 451 

Berlin  Heights.  554 

Carlisle 

. 116 

Bettsville  

. 486 

Casstown  .... 

. 265 

Beverly 

..  720 

Castine 

..  142 

Bexley 

. 682 

Catawba 

. 234 

Bloomdale  . . . 

..  602 

Cecil 

Bloomfield  . . . 

. 185 

Centerburg  . . , 

..  723 

Bloomingburg. 

..  610 

Centerville  . . . 

. 143 

Bloomville  . . . 

..  754 

(Gallia  Co.) 

Bourneville  . . 

..  142 

Centerville  . . . 

..  353 

Bowerston  . . . 

..  514 

(Montgomery  Co.) 

Bowersville  . . 

. 297 

Chambersburg.  209 

Brailey  

. 

Chauncey 

. 821 

Bratenahl  . . . . 

. 690 

Chesapeake  . . 

. 541 

Bremen 

. 925 

Chester  Hill. 

. 410 

Brilliant  

. 742 

Chesterville  . . 

. 229 

Brink  Haven. 

..  341 

Clarington  . . . 

. 784 

Brooklyn  Hghts.  400 

Clarksburg  . . . 

. 558 

Brookside  . . . . 

..  383 

Clarksville  . . . 

. 425 

Broughton  . . . 

. 195 

Clifton 

..  239 

Buckeye  City 

..  269 

College  Corner.  379 

Buckland  .... 

..  804 

Commercial  Pt.  234 

Burbank  

. 351 

Congress  

. 164 

Burton  

..  650 

Convoy 

..  741 

Butler 

..  730 

Coolville 

. 370 

Butlerville  . . . 

. 96 

Cortland  

..  612 

Calais  

..  87 

Corwin  

, 146 

Caledonia 

. 562 

Creston 

. 970 

Camden  

..  899 

Cridersville  . . 

..526 

Canal  Fulton. 

..  978 

Crown  City... 

. 295 
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Cumberland  . . . 609 

Dalton  599 

Danville  373 

Darbyville 233 

Deavertown  ...  223 

Deersville  187 

Delhi 872 

Dellroy  ........  373 

Dexter  City....  235 

Donnelsville  ...  202 

Dublin 239 

Dupont  334 

East  View 479 

Edison 387 

Edon  678 

Eldorado  321 

Elgin 129 

Elida 447 

Empire  509 

Enon  249 

Fairfield 292 

Fairview 346 

Farmersville  . . 437 

Fayette  915 

Felicity  578 

Fernbank  305 

Fitchville 137 

Fletcher 376 

Flushing 868 

Frankfort  734 

Frazeysburg  ...  614 
Fredericksburg.  614 

Freeport 624 

(Harrison  Co.) 
Freeport  ......  733 

(Wood  Co.) 

Gahanna 294 

Gambier 537 

Gettysburg  ....  320 

Gilboa 345 

Glenmont  .....  269 
Gnadenhutten  ..  560 

Gordon  181 

Grand  Rapids . . 574 
Grandview 

Heights 489 

Gratis  410 

Graysville  166 

Green  Camp...  308 
Greenspring  ...  833 

Greenwich 876 

Groveport 643 

Grover  366 

Hamersville  ...  276 


Hanging  Rock..  662 


Hanover 331 

Hanoverton  — 317 

Harpster 239 

Harrisburg  286 

Harrisville 364 

Harrod  474 

Hartford 410 

Harveysburg  ..  359 

Haskins  391 

Haviland  233 

Hayesville 338 

Hebron 677 

Higginsport  . . . 417 

Highland  272 

Hilliard  370 

Hiram  422 

Hollansburg  ...  287 

Holloway 786 

Holmesville  . . . 320 

Hopedale  391 

Hoytville  404 

Huntsville 328 

Idlewood 221 

Ithaca  100 

Jackson  Center.  685 
Jacksonboro  ...  55 

Jeffersonville  ..  716 

Jenera  259 

Jeromeville  ....  314 

Jerry  City 458 

Jerusalem  .....  242 

Jewett 917 

Johnstown 805 

Junction  City..  811 

Killbuck  400 

Kimbolton 277 

Kingston  813 

Kirkersville  . . . 297 

Kossuth  123 

Lafayette  418 

Lagrange 467 

Larue  772 

Latty  339 

Laura  302 

Leesburg  828 

Leesville  194 

Leesville 

Cross  Roads.  115 

Leroy 192 

Lewisburg  ....  672 

Lewisville  291 

Lexington  654 

Limaville 136 

Linden  Heights  991 
Lindsey  501 


Lithopolis  331 

Little  Sandusky  136 

Lockington  166 

Loramie  489 

Lore  City 609 

Lowell  569 

Lower  Salem...  187 

Lucas  272 

Lynchburg 923 

Lyons  408 

McClure 547 

McGuffey 491 

Macksburg  ....  454 

Madison  863 

Magnetic  Spgs.  155 
Maineville  .....  245 

Malta 971 

Malvern  753 

Marengo 283 

Marseilles  225 

Marshallville  . . 294 
Martinsburg  . . 252 
Martinsville  ...  334 

Mason  737 

Mendon  621 

Mentor  , 732 

Metamora  475 

Middlefield  640 

Middlepoint  ....  607 

Midland  327 

Midway  483 

Mifflin  153 

Milford  Center.  685 

Millbury  276 

Milledgeville  . . 187 
Milton  Center. . 350 


Miltonsburg  — 92 
Mineral  Ridge..  981 


Mogadore  .....  438 

Morral 334 

Morristown  ....  280 

Moscow ...832 

Mount  Airy 497 

Mt.  Blanchard..  451 
Mount  Cory....  290 
Mount  Eaton...  208 
Mount  Orab....  539 
Mt.  Pleasant...  701 
Mount  Victory.  740 
Mt.  Washington  984 
Mowrystown  . . 326 

Mutual  ... 134 

Nashville 268 

Nellie 133 

Nevada  889 
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Neville 200 

New  Albany. . . 215 
New  Alexandria  185 

New  Athens 376 

New  Berlin. . . . 865 
New  Castle. . . . 250 
New  Concord..  683 
New  Holland...  804 


New  Lebanon..  227 
(Miami  Co.) 

New  Madison. . 628 
New  Metamoras  711 


New  Paris 870 

New  Salem. . . . 149 
New  Vienna.  . ..  793 
N.  Waterford..  509 
New  Weston....  258 
Newton  Falls..  757 
Newtonsville  . . 142 
North  Lewisb’rg  793 
North  Randall.  62 
North  Robinson  155 

Norwich 186 

Oakwood  358 

(Montgomery  Co.) 

Oakwood  496 

(Paulding  Co.) 

Octa 91 

Ohio  City 860 

Olmsted  Falls...  394 

Ostrander  431 

Otway  234 

Owensville  ....  289 

Palestine  216 

Pandora  562 

Pataskala 800 

Patterson 191 

Peebles 921 

Perrysville  ....  541 
Pickerington  . . 310 

Piketon  668 

Pioneer  660 

Pittsburg 240 

Plainfield 215 

Pleasant  City..  788 
Pleasant  Hill. ..  571 
Pleasantville  . . 608 

Poland  367 

Polk  250 

Port  Jefferson..  233 
Port  Wash’ngt’n  421 
Port  William...  298 


Portage 450 

Powhatan  Point  415 
Proctorville  — 577 

Quaker  City 746 

Quincy  594 

Racine 540 

Rarden  350 

Rawson 470 

Reynoldsburg  . 431 

Richmond  372 

(Jefferson  Co.) 

Richmond  203 

(Lake  Co.) 

Ridgeway  427 

Rising  Sun 599 

Rochester 186 

Rock  Creek. . . . 455 

Rogers  258 

Rome  243 

Roscoe 595 

Rossburg  261 

Russellville 438 

Rushylvania  ...  560 

Rushville 246 

St.  Louisville  . . 244 

Salesville 265 

Sarahsville  ....  281 

Sardinia  534 

Savannah 262 

Saylor  Park 877 

Scio  958 

Scott  472 

Senecaville  893 

Seven  Mile 340 

Seville  602 

Sherrodsville  . . 721 

Shiloh  555 

Sinking  Spring  187 

Smithfield  589 

Smithville  447 

Somerville 349 

South  Point. ...  316 
South  Salem. . . 211 

South  Solon 420 

South  Webster.  499 
S.  Zanesville...  853 

Sparta 191 

Springboro  355 

Springhills  127 

Spring  Valley...  442 

Stafford  ... 174 

Stockport 438 


Sugar  Grove...  368 
Summerfield  ...  489 

Sunbury  485 

Sycamore  .....  977 

Tarlton  302 

Taylorsville  . . . 495 
Terrace  Park..  448 
Thornville  .....  411 

Tiro 321 

Tontogany 314 

Trimble  711 

Trotwood  348 

Uniontown  ....  210 
Unionville 

Center 239 

Uniopolis  245 

Van  Buren 303 

Vandalia  221 

Vanlue  400 

Venedocia  247 

Vienna  368 

Vinton  324 

Warsaw  512 

Washington  ....  366 

Waterville 834 

Waynesfield  — 542 
Waynesville  ...  705 

West  Cairo 386 

West  Elkton.  . . 230 
W.  Farmington.  446 
W.  Lafayette...  840 
W.  Manchester.  445 
W.  Millgrove...  191 
W.  Rushville...  147 

West  Salem 642 

West  Unity 980 

Western  Star..  154 

Weston  913 

Wharton  485 

Whitehouse  . . . 506 
Wilkesville  ....  203 
Williamsburg  ..  948 
Williamsport  ..  536 

Willshire  653 

Wilmot 258 

Winchester 927 

Windham  261 

Woodstock  ....  310 
Worthington  . . 547 

Wren  277 

Zanesfield  250 
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OKLAHOMA 

Area,  69,414  sq.  miles.  Area  under  no-license,  69,414  sq.  miles 
Population  (1910),  1,657,155.  Population  under  no-license,  1,657,155 

Population  (estimated,  1915)  2,114,307 

Urban  population,  320,155.  Rural  population,  1,337,000 

Per  cent  urban  population,  19.3.  Per  cent  rural  population,  80.7 

Density  of  population  per  square  mile 23.9 

Foreign-born  population,  40,442.  Per  cent  foreign- born,  2.4 

Native  whites  of  foreign  or  mixed  parentage,  94,044.  Per  cent,  5.7 
Negro  population,  137,612.  Per  cent,  8.3 

Illiterate  persons  10  years  of  age  and  over,  67,567.  Percent,  5.6 

Illiterate  males  of  voting  age,  28,707.  Per  cent,  6.4 

Total  number  of  families,  351,167.  Number  persons  to  a family,  4.7 
Families  owning  homes,  154,571.  Per  cent,  44.0 

Families  renting  homes,  196,596.  Per  cent,  56.0 

Children  of  school  age,  518,690.  Number  pupils  enrolled,  422,399 
Persons  aged  15  to  20  years  attending  school,  92,299.  Per  cent,  44.4 
Number  church  communicants,  257,100.  Per  cent  of  population,  15.4 

Average  number  of  wage  earners  employed 17,443 

Number  paupers  in  almshouses  per  100,000  population 2.9 

Number  insane  in  hospitals  per  100,000  population 67.0 

Number  blind  in  asylums  per  100,000  population 52.7 

Number  state  prisoners  per  100,000  population 100.7 

Number  persons  holding  federal  retail  liquor  tax  receipts  (in- 
cluding drug  stores  and  all  other  places  retailing  liquors) . .474 

Number  druggists  1,000 

Number  breweries  (1916),  None.  Number  distilleries  (1916),  None 

Fermented  liquors  produced  in  1916  (barrels) 55 

Distilled  spirits  produced  in  1916  (gallons) None 

Distilled  spirits  rectified  in  1916  (gallons) None 

Bushels  grain  used  in  distilling,  1916 None 

Gallons  of  other  materials  used  in  distilling,  1916 None 

Number  dry  counties,  77.  Population  dry  counties,  1,657,155 

Number  dry  cities  of  100,000  population  or  more,  None.  Pop.,  None 
Number  dry  cities  of  25,000  population  or  more,  but  less 

than  100,000,  2.  Population  89,483 

Number  dry  cities  of  10,000  population  or  more,  but  less 

than  25,000,  6.  Population  79,383 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  5,000  population  or  more,  but 

less  than  10,000,  6.  Population 44,072 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  1,000  population  or  more,  but 

less  than  5,000,  103.  Population  215,867 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  less  than  1,000  population 275 

Population  121,937 

Area  under  no-license,  69,414  sq.  'miles.  100  per  cent. 

Area  under  license,  None. 

Population  under  no-license,  1,657,155.  100  per  cent. 

Population  under  license,  None. 

Oklahoma  is  under  constitutional  Prohibition.  The  prohib- 
itory amendment  to  the  constitution  was  adopted  by  a vote  of 
the  people  on  September  17,  1907,  at  the  same  election  at  which 
the  state  voted  to  come  into  the  Union,  and  went  into'  effect 
throughout  the  state  on  November  16,  1907.  The  amendment 
was  adopted  by  a majority  of  18,103  out  of  a total  vote  of  242,619. 
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In  1910  the  liquor  forces  initiated  a license  amendment  to  the 
constitution  in  an  effort  to  repeal  Prohibition.  The  people  voted 
on  this  question  November  8,  1910,  with  the  result  that  the 
liquor  amendment  was  defeated  by  a majority  of  21,077  out  of 
a total  vote  of  231,159. 

In  1915  three  members  of  the  House  of  Representatives 
introduced  a resolution  proposing  resubmission  of  the  Prohibi- 
tion question.  This  resolution  was  defeated  by  a vote  of  66  to  4. 

At  the  1917  session  of  the  Legislature  a law  was  enacted 
which  lodges  in  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  state  original  jurisdic- 
tion to  try  cases  for  the  removal  of  officers  for  failing,  neglecting 
or  refusing  to  enforce  the  laws  of  the  state,  especially  the  Prohi- 
bition and  anti-gambling  laws. 

The  1917  session  of  the  Legislature  also  enacted  a “bone- 
dry”  law  by  a vote  of  33  to  5 in  the  Senate  and  a vote  of  89  to  7 
in  the  House.  This  measure  prohibits  any  person  from  receiving 
directly  or  indirectly  from  any  common  or  other  carrier  any  liq- 
uors the  sale  of  which  is  prohibited  by  the  laws  of  the  state.  The 
Legislature  also  passed  a law  which  provides  that  there  shall  be 
forfeited  to  the  state  all  vehicles,  including  automobiles  and  ani- 
mals, used  in  transporting  liquor  the  sale  of  which  is  prohibited 
by  the  laws  of  the  state,  from  one  place  in  the  state  to  another 
place  therein. 

Oklahoma  cast  a solid  vote  in  the  House  of  Representatives 
in  Congress  on  December  22,  1914,  in  behalf  of  a joint  resolution 
submitting  the  question  of  national  Prohibition  to  a vote  of 
the  states. 

In  the  Sixty-Fourth  Congress  the  two  United  States  Sena- 
tors from  Oklahoma  and  the  eight  Representatives  in  Congress 
from  Oklahoma  stood  solidly  for  Prohibition  in  the  District  of 
Columbia,  the  anti-liquor  advertising  law,  and  the  “bone-dry” 
amendment,  as  well  as  for  Prohibition  for  Alaska. 


OREGON 

Area,  95,607  sq.  miles.  Area  under  no-license,  95,607  sq.  miles 
Population  (1910)  672,765.  Population  under  no-license,  672,765 

Population  (estimated,  1915)  809,490 

Urban  population,  307,060.  Rural  population,  365,705 

Per  cent  urban  population,  45.6.  Per  cent  rural  population,  54.4 

Density  of  population  per  square  mile 7 

Foreign-born  population,  113,136.  Per  cent  foreign-born,  16.8 

Native  whites  of  foreign  or  mixed  parentage,  135,238.  Per  cent,  20.1 
Negro  population,  1,492.  Per  cent,  0.2 

Illiterate  persons  10  years  of  age  and  over,  10,504.  Percent,  1.9 
Illiterate  males  of  voting  age,  6,460.  Per  cent,  2.5 

Total  number  of  families,  151,858.  Number  persons  to  a family,  4.4 
Families  owning  homes,  87,688.  Per  cent,  57.7 

Families  renting  homes,  64,170.  Percent,  42.3 

Children  of  school  age,  168,191.  Number  pupils  enrolled,  118,412 
Persons  aged  15  to  20  years  attending  school,  30,664.  Per  cent,  41.2 
Number  church  communicants,  120,229.  Per  cent  of  population,  17.8 

Average  number  of  wage  earners  employed 28,829 

Number  paupers  in  almshouses  per  100,000  population 52.3 

Number  insane  in  hospitals  per  100,000  population... 232.6 
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Number  blind  in  asylums  per  100,000  population 44.1 

Number  state  prisoners  per  100,000  population. 92.6 

Number  persons  holding  federal  retail  liquor  tax  receipts  (in- 
cluding drug  stores  and  all  other  places  retailing  liquors) . 1,261 

Number  druggists  460 

Number  breweries  (1916),  7.  Number  distilleries  (1916),  None 

Fermented  liquors  produced  in  1916  (barrels)... 106,260 

Distilled  spirits  produced  in  1916  (gallons)...... ....Nope 

Distilled  spirits  rectified  in  1916  (gallons), 128,741.9 

Bushels  grain  used  in  distilling,  1916. * None 

Gallons  of  other  materials  used  in  distilling,  1916 None 

Number  dry"  counties,  36.  Population  dry  counties,  672,765 

Number  dry  cities  of  100,000  population  or  more,  1.  Pop.,  207,214 
Number  dry  cities  of  25,000  population  or  more,  but  less 

than  100,000,  None.  Population  None 

Number  dry  cities  of  10,000  population  or  more,  but  less 

than  25,000,  1.  Population  14,094 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  5,000  population  or  more,  but 

less  than  10,000,  5.  Population  39,210 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  1,000  population  or  more,  but 

less  than  5,000,  38.  Population.  89,110 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  less  than  1,000  population 126 

Population  47,172 

Area  under  no-license,  95,607  sq.  miles.  100  per  cent. 

Area  under  license,  None. 

Population  under  no-license,  672,765.  100  per  cent. 

Population  under  license,  None. 

Oregon  has  constitutional  Prohibition  of  the  manufacture, 
sale  and  importation  of  intoxicating  liquors.  The  constitutional 
Prohibition  of  manufacture  and  sale  was  adopted  by  vote  of  the 
people  November  3,  1914,  by  a majority  of  36,480  votes.  Prohibi- 
tion of  the  importation  was  added  November  7,  1916,  by  a major- 
ity vote  of  the  people  of  5,261.  On  the  same  date  (November  7, 
1916)  the  people,  by  a majority  of  54,626,  defeated  an  amendment 
to  permit  breweries  to  manufacture  and  sell  and  deliver  such  an 
amount  (24  quarts  of  beer)  as  any  one  family  was  then  per- 
mitted by  law  to  import  within  the  period  of  four  successive 
weeks.  This  vote  represents  the  present  limit  of  our  change 
from  the  state- wide  Prohibition  vote  in  1910,  which  resulted  in 
a wet  majority  of  17,574. 

The  legislative  session  of  1915  passed  the  Anderson  law,  pro- 
viding for  enforcement  of  the  Prohibition  of  the  manufacture 
and  sale  of  intoxicating  liquors.  The  legislative  session  of  1917 
is  amending  this  law  so  as  to  provide  for  the  enforcement  of  the 
additional  constitutional  Prohibition  against  importation  for 
beverage  purposes.  The  law  will  allow  the  importation  of  alco- 
hol for  mechanical,  scientific,  medicinal,  manufacturing  and 
artistic  purposes,  and  of  wine  for  sacramental  use;  but  before 
anyone  may  so  import  they  must  be  granted  a permit  by  the 
District  Attorney  after  a public  hearing,  and  prove  that  the 
alcohol  is  necessary  for  the  purpose  stated,  filing  adequate  bonds 
that  it  will  be  used  for  no  other  purpose. 

The  Prohibition  campaign  in  Oregon  dates  back  to  about 
1904,  at  which  time  the  state  was  almost  universally  wet.  Nearly 
1.000  saloons  and  18  breweries  were  closed  by  the  Prohibition 
victory  in  1914.  Btate  Prohibition  went  into  effect  January  1.  1916. 
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Practically  every  state,  county  and  city  officer  of  Oregon 
bears  testimony  to  the  fact  that  Prohibition  in  Oregon  prohibits 
and  that  its  effects  have  been  beneficent,  as  witness  the  following 
data  taken  from  the  Portland  Sunday  Oregonian  of  December 
31,  1916,  a paper  which,  at  the  time  of  the  campaign,  was  not 
friendly  to  Prohibition: 


ECONOMIC  CONDITIONS  IN  PORTLAND  YEAR  BEFORE 
AND  YEAR  AFTER  ENFORCEMENT  OF  PROHIBITION 


Bank  clearings  

Bank  deposits  

Savings  deposits  in  state.. 
Time  deposits  in  state... 

Postoffice  receipts  

Building  permits  

Real  estate  transfers  

Number  water  connections 
Electric  connections  . . . . . 

Telephones  in  use  

School  enrollment  

Gas  connections  


1915  (Saloons)  1916  (Prohibition) 


$554,446,756 

72,577,031 

21,352,228 

14,835,474 

1,216,571 

4,895,345 

371,970 

58,926 

40,418 

56,020 

34,500 

43,480 


$649,775,141 

91,894,478 

25,445,242 

17,932,235 

1,225,000 

6,049,145 

572,209 

59,952 

41,640 

58,870 

35,100 

45,079 


Vacant  houses  have  decreased  in  every  residence  district. 


Vacant  business  rooms  have  decreased. 


Tourist  traffic  to  Portland  has  increased. 


SOCIAL  CONDITIONS  BEFORE  AND  AFTER  ENFORCE- 
MENT OF  PROHIBITION  IN  PORTLAND 


1915  (Saloons)  1916  (Prohibition) 


Non-support  cases  

Insane  commitments  

Vagrants  in  county  jail 

Prisoners  in  jail  in  December.  . 
Arrests  by  police  (11  months). 
Intoxication  cases  (11  months) 
Number  in  penitentiary  


91 

31 

344 

256 

406 

32 

215 

69 

18,243 

10,042 

6,305 

1,820 

566 

440 

WHAT  PUBLIC  OFFICIALS  IN  OREGON  AND  PORTLAND 
THINK  OF  PROHIBITION 


JAMES  WITHYCOMBE,  Governor. — It  is  proving  a phenome- 
nal success  from  an  economic  and  moral  standpoint. 

H.  R.  ALBEE,  Mayor  of  Portland. — It  is  one  of  the  greatest 
forward  steps  ever  taken  by  the  city. 

L.  R.  ALDERMAN,  City  Supt.  of  Schools,  Portland.— The 
school  children  are  better  clothed,  better  fed  and  better  shod. 
Attendance  has  improved  materially. 

WALTER  H.  EVANS,  Dist.  Atty.  Multnomah  County  (Port- 
land).— Crime  has  been  cut  in  two. 

JOHN  CLARK,  Chief  of  Police,  Portland. — From  the  police 
standpoint  it  has  proved  a good  thing. 

T.  M.  HURLBURT,  Sheriff  Multnomah  County  (Portland).— 
The  moral  effects  have  been  wholly  good. 

DR.  R.  E.  LEE:  STEINER,  Supt.  Ore.  State  Hospital  for  In- 
sane.— It  has  already  decreased  the  number  of  insane  commit- 
ments. and  is  bound  to  decrease  the  prevalence  of  paresis. 

ARTHUR  LANGGUTH,  Municipal  Judge,  Portland.— It  is  a 
good  thing  in  every  particular. 


Prior  to  the  adoption  of  Prohibition,  Oregon  had  been  under 
various  forms  of  local  option.  County  option  was  in  effect  up 
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until  November,  1910,  and  under  the  provisions  of  this  county  law 
23  counties  of  the  state  had  voted  dry.  In  1910,  however,  an 
amendment  to  the  constitution  was  adopted  which  exempted 
cities  from  the  operation  of  the  county  option  law.  As  a result 
the  saloons  came  back  into  all  but  four  counties  of  the  state. 

In  1913  the  Legislature  passed  a law  prohibiting  the  licens- 
ing of  saloons  outside  the  municipalities.  The  operation  of  this 
law  resulted  in  the  closing  of  40  saloons. 

On  the  same  day  that  the  state  went  dry  the  following  county 
seats  went  dry  under  the  local  option  law:  Grant’s  Pass,  Jose- 

phine county;  Dallas,  Polk  county;  and  Toledo,  Lincoln  county. 
Coquille,  the  county  seat  of  Coos  county,  went  dry  July  1 on 
petition  of  the  citizens  and  the  refusal  by  the  Council  of  all 
applications  for  license.  Roseburg,  the  county  seat  of  Douglas 
county,  remained  dry.  Newport  and  Seaside,  the  famous  water- 
ing places,  went  dry. 

The  following  cities  also  voted  dry:  Glendale,  Sherwood, 

Falls  City,  Troutdale,  Oakland,  Monument,  Grass  Valley,  Nyssa, 
and  the  Kenton  and  Arbor  Lodge  precincts  in  Portland  city. 
From  Medford,  near  the  California  line,  for  350  miles  to  Portland, 
at  the  Washington  line,  the  S.  P.  Railroad  does  not  touch  a 
single  license  spot,  with  the  exception  of  four  or  five  little 
crossroad  stations. 

The  14  towns  and  two  precincts  in  Portland  above  mentioned 
which  went  dry  under  local  option  added  about  15,000  to  the  dry 
population  before  state- wide  Prohibition  went  into  effect. 
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PENNSYLVANIA 

Area,  44,832  sq.  miles.  Area  under  no-license,  13,039  sq.  miles 
Population  (1910)  7,665,111.  Population  under  no-license,  1,438,058 

Population  estimated,  (1915)  8,383,992 

Urban  population,  4,630,669.  Rural  population,  3,034,442 

Per  cent  urban  population,  60.4.  Per  cent  rural  population,  39.6 

Density  of  population  per  square  mile 171 

Foreign-born  population,  1,442,374.  Per  cent  foreign-born,  18.8 
Native  whites  of  foreign  or  mixed  parentage,  1,806,267.  Per  cent,  23.6 
Negro  population,  193,919.  Per  cent,  2.5 

Illiterate  persons  10  years  of  age  and  over,  354,290.  Per  cent,  5.9 

Illiterate  males  of  voting  age,  179,982.  Per  cent,  7.8 

Total  number  of  families,  1,630,628.  Number  persons  to  a family,  4.7 
Families  owning  homes,  662,091.  Per  cent,  40.6 

Families  renting  homes,  968,537.  Per  cent,  59.4 

Children  of  school  age,  1,891,608.  Number  pupils  enrolled,  1,282,965 
Persons  aged  15  to  20  years  attending  school,  223,547.  Per  cent,  25.6 
Number  church  communicants,  2,977,022.  Per  cent  of  population,  38.8 

Average  number  of  wage  earners  employed... 924,478 

Number  paupers  in  almshouses  per  100,000  population 125.3 

Number  insane  in  hospitals  per  100,000  population 196.4 

Number  blind  in  asylums  per  100,000  population 54.6 

Number  state  prisoners  per  100,000  population 106.7 

Number  persons  holding  federal  retail  liquor  tax  receipts  (in- 
cluding drug  stores  and  all  other  places  retailing  liquors). 20, 779 

Number  druggists  3,369 

Number  breweries  (1916),  215.  Number  distilleries  (1916),  56 

Fermented  liquors  produced  in  1916  (barrels) 7,634,211 

Distilled  spirits  produced  in  1916  (gallons) 14,408,130.3 

Distilled  spirits  rectified  in  1916  (gallons) 13,654,729.0 

Bushels  grain  used  in  distilling,  1916 1,466,473 

Gallons  of  other  materials  used  in  distilling,  1916 10,272,400 

Number  dry  counties,  11.  Population  dry  counties,  439,334 

Number  dry  cities  of  100,000  population  or  more,  None.  Pop.,  None 
Number  - dry  cities  of  25,000  population  or  more,  but  less 

than  100,000,  None.  Population  None 

Number  dry  cities  of  10,000  population  or  more,  but  less 

than  25,000,  7.  Population  103,030 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  5,000  population  or  more,  but 

less  than  10,000,  13.  Population 91,494 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  1,000  population  or  more,  but 

less  than  5,000,  102.  Population  219,540 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  less  than  1,000  population 204 

Population  84,765 

Area  under  no-license,  13,039  sq.  miles.  29.1  per  cent. 


Area  under  license,  31,793  sq.  miles.  70.9  per  cent. 


Population  under  no-license,  1,438,058.  18.8  per  cent. 

Population  under  license,  6,227,053.  81.2  per  cent. 
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Pennsylvania  is  under  license,  there  being  no  form  of  local 
veto  on  the  liquor  question  on  the  statute  books.  Licenses  are 
granted  by  the  Court  of  Quarter  Sessions.  On  this  account,  in 
all  the  counties  where  there  is  strong  temperance  sentiment  the 
license  question  naturally  becomes  one  of  the  main  issues  in 
the  election  of  Judges. 

Pennsylvania  is  probably  the  strongest  license  state  in  the 
Union.  It  has  been  characterized  by  the  liquor  journals  as  the 
“Gibraltar  of  the  Liquor  Traffic.”  The  breweries  and  distilleries 
of  the  state  have  a combined  capital  of  $110,000,000  to  say  noth- 
ing of  surplus  and  undivided  profits.  There  are  10,810  retail 
saloons  in  the  state.  A large  number  of  these  are  run  in  con- 
nection with  so-called  hotels.  It  has  been  estimated  that  not 
over  15  per  cent  of  these  hotels  could  profitably  run  without  a 
bar  and  in  a large  part  of  them  rooms  and  meals  cannot  be 
furnished  to  applicants.  The  hotel  proposition  is  a subterfuge 
in  many  cases.  There  are  1,750  wholesale  licensed  places  where 
liquor  is  sold  by  the  quart  or  in  larger  quantities  for  use  at  the 
homes  or  in  clubs.  The  annual  drink  bill  of  the  state  is  approxi- 
mately $200,000,000. 

There  is  no  blacker  territory  anywhere  than  that  half  of  the 
state  lying  East  of  the  Susquehanna  river.  In  all  this  territory 
there  is  just  one  dry  county,  Wyoming,  and  outside  of  it  there 
are  few  townships  or  boroughs  in  Eastern  Pennsylvania  that  are 
without  saloons. 

If  the  state  could  be  divided  with  the  Susquehanna  river  as 
the  boundary,  Western  Pennsylvania  would  be  a state  almost  as 
large  in  population  as  Ohio.  It  would  long  ago  have  secured  a 
county  option  law;  four-fifths  of  its  territory  would  have  been 
dry  and  it  would  be  near,  if  not  already  in,  the  state-wide  column. 
But  the  overwhelming  saloon  influence  of  Philadelphia  and  the 
anthracite  mining  regions  has  been  able  to  prevent  the  enact- 
ment of  better  anti-liquor  laws. 

The  Legislature  of  1872  gave  the  people  county  option.  The 
first  vote  was  taken  one  year  later,  when  39  counties  went  dry. 
Two  years  later  the  Legislature  repealed  the  law,  nullifying  the 
wishes  of  the  people  and  returning  practically  all  the  counties  to 
the  wet  column. 

In  1887  the  Brooks  High  License  law  was  enacted  and  has 
been  in  operation  ever  since  without  any  important  amendment. 
It  makes  the  Judge  of  the  court  the  absolute  czar  in  the  matter 
of  granting  licenses.  He  is  required  to  hear  evidence  for  and 
against  and  decide  on  the  ground  of  “necessity.”  The  responsi- 
bility placed  upon  the  courts  is  too  great  and  the  results  in  many 
cases  disastrous  to  the  people. 

More  than  one-half  the  townships  and  over  300  towns  of  the 
state  are  dry  by  judicial  action.  These  dry  units  constitute  part 
of  the  11  counties  which  were  entirely  dry  January  1. 

The  accompanying  map  indicates  the  opinions  of  Judges 
more  than  it  does  real  public  sentiment.  Black  counties  are 
those  in  which  over  90  per  cent  of  the  people  live  in  wet  units. 
Double  shaded  counties  are  from  50  to  90  per  cent  wet.  The 
single  shaded  are  less  than  50  per  cent  wet,  and  the  white  are 
entirely  dry.  That  over  40  counties  would  vote  dry  under  county 
option  is  the  estimate  of  conservative  leaders  on  both  sides. 
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WET  AND  DRY  MAP  OF  PENNSYLVANIA,  JANUARY  1,  1917 


Black  counties,  90  per  cent  wet ; Checked  counties,  50  to  90  per  cent  wet ; 
Shaded  counties,  less  than  50  per  cent  wet ; White  counties,  dry 


The  Anti- Saloon  League  has  pressed  for  many  years  three 
distinctive  lines  of  battle.  On  the  one  hand  it  has  aimed  at  the 
election  of  Congressmen  who  would  stand  for  all  temperance 
measures  and  especially  for  national  Prohibition.  The  vote  on 
the  Hobson  amendment  in  1914  showed  19  for  and  11  against, 
indicating  that  the  League’s  work  along  this  line  has  been 
highly  successful. 

The  League  is  still  maintaining  its  fight  for  the  adoption  of 
a county  option  law.  Up  to  the  present  time,  however,  it  has 
not  been  possible  to  secure  such  legislation  owing  to  the  fact 
that  a majority  of  the  legislative  districts  continue  to  send  to 
Harrisburg  brewery-controlled,  boss-ridden  Legislators.  The 
county  option  bill  was  introduced  again  in  the  early  days  of  the 
1917  session,  but  failed  of  passage  in  the  house.  With  the  pres- 
ent country- wide  sweep  for  Prohibition,  it  is  highly  probable  that 
the  Pennsylvania  Anti- Saloon  League  will  make  its  campaign 
in  1918  in  the  fight  for  statutory  Prohibition. 

Where  a county  has  a Judge  who  is  known  to  be  fair  and 
friendly,  the  League  encourages  its  friends  and  supporters  to 
fight  for  the  elimination  of  the  saloon  under  the  Brooks  law.  In 
addition  to  that  it  has  in  recent  years  made  itself  a factor  in 
judgeship  campaigns  where  it  was  possible  to  draw  the  line  on 
the  wet  and  dry  issue. 


Names  and  Population  of  All  No-License  Counties 


Bedford 38,879 

Crawford  ...  61,565 

Green 28,882 

Huntingdon.  38,304 


Jefferson  . . . 63,090 

Juniata 15,013 

Mercer  77,699 

Mifflin  27,785 


Union  16,249 

Venango 56,359 

Wyoming 15,509 
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Names  and  Population  of  All  No-License  Cities  of  10,000  Popula- 
tion But  Less  Than  25,000 

Meadville  ...12,780  Sharon  15,270  (Washington  Co.) 

N.  Braddock  11,824  South  Sharon  10,190  Wilkinsburg.  18,924 
Oil  City 15,264  Washington  .18,778 


Names  and  Population  of  All  No-License  Cities  of  5,000  Popula- 
tion But  Less  Than  10,000 


Bellevue  6,323 

Berwick  5,357 

(Columbia  Co.) 

Franklin 9,676 

(Venango  Co.) 

Names  and  Populati 
Popi 


Greenville 5,909 

Huntington  ...6,861 

Lewistown 8,166 

Munhall 5,185 

New  Brighton. 8,329 

>n  of  All  No-License  I 
lation  But  Less  Than 


Swissvale 7,381 

Tarentum  7,414 

Titusville  8,533 

West  Berwick  5,512 
West  Pittston  6,848 

lunicipalities  of  1,000 
5,000 


Apollo  3,006 

Aspinwall  ....2,592 

Avalon  4.317 

Beaver  .......3,456 

Bedford  2,235 

Ben  Avon  . . . .1,828 
Bentleyville  ..1,922 

Big  Run  1,032 

Bridgewater  ..1,562 
Brockwayville  1,898 
BroOkville  ....3,003 
Burgettstown  .1,268 
California  ....2,230 
Cambridge 

Springs  ....1,514 
Canonsburg  ..3,891 
Centerville  ...1,413 
(Washington  Co.) 

Claysville  1,045 

Cokeburg  1,302 

Cokeville  1,787 

College  Hill  ..1,787 
Collingdale  ...1,361 

Colwyn  1,584 

Conway  1,483 

Crafton  4,583 

Derry  2,954 

Dorranceton  ..4,046 
E.  McKeesport  2,118 
E.  Washington  1,300 


Eddystone  1,167 

Edgewood  2,596 

(Allegheny  Co.) 
Edgeworth  ...1,229 

Elizabeth  2,311 


Ellsworth  2,084 

Emlenton  ....1,110 

Emsworth  1,510 

Everett  1,725 

Falls  Creek  ...1,204 
Fayette  City  ..2,005 
Flemington  ...1,022 

Freeport  2,248 

Glenolden  1,157 

Greentree  1,143 

Grove  City  ...3,674 
Hasel  Dell  ....1,168 
Hyndman  ....  1,164 

Ingram  2,037 

Lansdowne  ...4,066 
Leechburg  ....3,624 
Leetsdale  ....1,904 
Lewisburg  ....3,081 

Malvern  1,125 

Mansfield  1,645 

Marianna  1,363 

Media  3,562 

Mercer  2,026 

Midland  1,244 

Mifflinburg  ...1,559 

Morton  1,071 

Mount  Union  .3,338 

Narberth  1,790 

Nescopeck  1,578 

Newport  2,009 

N.  Charleroi  ..1,008 

Norwood  1,668 

Oakdale  1,353 

Oakmont  3,436 

Penbrook  1,462 


Pitcairn  4,975 

Polk  ..2,066 

Port  Vue  . . . . .1,978 

Ramey  1,045 

Reynoldsville  .3,189 
Ridley  Spring  1,761 
Roaring  Spr’g.  1,903 

Royalton  1,033 

Saltsburg  1,044 

Saxton  1,195 

Sewickley  4,479 

Sharon  Hill  ...1,401 
Sharpsville  ....3,634 
Shippensburg  .3,457 
S.  Canonsburg  1,697 
S.  Williamsp’t  3,734 
Spring  Grove  .1,152 

Springdale  1,999 

State  College  .1,425 

Stoneboro  1,074 

Swarthmore  ..1,899 

Sykesville  1,756 

Trafford  1,959 

Tunkhannock  .1,598 
Turtle  Creek  ..4,995 

Upland  2,221 

Vandergrift  ...3,876 
Vandergrift 
Heights  ....3,438 

Verona  2,849 

Versailles  1,437 

Waynesburg  ..3,545 
W.  Middlesex  1,157 
West  Newton  2,880 
Williamsburg  .1,523 
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Alba  150 

Aldan 661 

Alexander  432 

Appewold 300 

Arona  683 

Atglen  546 

Atwood  191 

Avondale 668 

Baden 601 

Beallsville  407 

Bear  Lake 221 

Bethany 130 

Birmingham  ...  196 
Blooming  Valley  150 

Bolivar 518 

Broad  Top  City  478 

Burnside 493 

Callensburg  . . . 198 

Callery  335 

Camp  Hill 875 

Carmichaels  ...  478 

Cassville 165 

Centerville  ....  264 
(Crawford  Co.) 


Cherry  Valley..  113 
Chester  HilL...  648 
Clarkesville  . . . 208 

Clarksville 216 

Clintonville 335 

Coal  Center 816 


Cochranton 695 

Columbus 346 

Conneaut  Lake.  725 
Conneautville. . 867 
Connoqu’ness’ng  400 
Coopertown  . . . 181 

Corsica 301 

Courtdale 548 

Covington 340 

Cross  Roads 158 

Curllsville  98 

Deemston 477 

Donegal  147 

Dudley 440 

Eaglesmere 184 

E.  Rochester...  718 
E.  Springfield..  348 
E.  Waynesburg.  906 

Eastville 322 

Eau  Claire 347 

Edinboro  666 

Elco 944 

Elderton 285 


Than  1,000  Population 


Elgin  148 

Factory ville  ...  759 

Fairview 167 

(Butler  Co.) 

Fall  Brook 172 

Fallstown 555 

Fawn  Grove 240 

Ferndale 514 

Forksville  109 

Frankfort  Sp’gs  144 

Fredonia 443 

Geneva  236 

Georgetown  . . . 269 

Glasgow 203 

Glen  Hope 237 

Glenfield 984 

Gouldsboro  ....  84 

Greensboro  ....  442 
Harrisville  ....  352 

Hartleton 160 

Hartstown 135 

Haysville  166 

Homer  City 985 

Hookstown  250 

Hopewell  590 

(Bedford  Co.) 

Hopewell  136 

(Chester  Co.) 

Houston 793 

Howard 667 

Hydetown  413 

Jackson  Center  269 
Jacksonville  . ..  87 

Jamestown  822 

Jeddo  377 

Karns  City 283 

Laceyville  479 

Laflin 528 

Lapume 258 

Laurel  Run 790 

Lawrenceville. . 549 

Liberty 253 

Linesville 833 

Livermore  124 

Long  Branch...  273 

McMahan 813 

McVeytown  ....  511 

Madison  421 

Manns  Choice. . 341 

Manorville 545 

Mapleton  752 

Marion  Center.  366 
Marklesburg  ...  211 


Markleysburg  ..  227 
Martinsburg  ...  920 
Mechanicsburg.  159 
(Indiana  Co.) 

Meshoppen 630 

Midway 941 

Miffintown 954 

Milesburg 531 

Mill  Creek 308 

Millbourne 322 

Millheim 626 

Millville  611 

Mount  Morris...  382 

Nelson  448 

N.  Alexandria..  505 

New  Berlin 527 

New  Columbus.  175 
New  Galilee  . . . 453 
New  Lebanon..  164 

New  Paris 194 

N.  Washington.  174 
N.  Wilmington.  758 

Newry 380 

Nicholson  852 

North  Irwin....  646 

Nuangola 124 

Orangeville  ....  399 
Orbinsonia  ....  618 

Osburn  425 

Osceola  591 

(Tioga  Co.) 

Patterson 885 

Petersburg  705 

Platea 220 

Pleasantville  . . 191 
(Bedford  Co.)' 
Pleasantville  . . 702 
(Venango  Co.) 

Plumville 414 

Port  Royal 535 

Portersville  ....  170 

Prompton  263 

Prospect 346 

Queenstowm  ....  72 

Rainsburg  203 

Rices  Landing.  671 

Riceville  121 

Rockhill  504 

Rome  222 

Rosedale  419 

Rutledge  523 

Saegertown  ...  712 
St.  Clairsville  ..  101 
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Satillo  410 

Sandy  Lake 639 

Schellsburg  . . . 314 

Shade  Gap 143 

Sheakleyville. . 126 

Shelocta  117 

Shiremanstown  545 
Shirleysburg  . . 256 
Slippery  Rock.  870 
Smicksburg  ....  230 
S.  Bethlehem..  439 


(Armstrong  Co.) 
South  Heights.  365 
S.  New  Castle..  551 
S.  Phillipsburg.  434 
South  Renovo..  805 
Spartansburg  . 460 

Speers  ... 383 

Springboro  614 


Stewartstown..  674 

Stillwater 179 

Strattanville  . . 376 
Summerville  . . 609 

Thompson  322 

Thompsontown  293 
Three  Springs.  248 

Tioga  533 

Townville 317 

Twilight  468 

Uniondale  355 

Unionville  343 

Utica  265 

Valencia  240 

Venango  251 

Volant 185 

Wallaceton  324 

Wattsburg 283 


Wellsville 308 

West  Alexander  426 
West  Elizabeth  841 

West  End 495 

West  Kittaning  589 
West  Liberty..  199 
W.  Middletown.  274  v 
W.  Reynoldsville  933 


West  Sunbury.  283 

Westover  569 

Wheatland  ....  955 
Winterstown  ...  238 

Woodbury 255 

Woodcock  130 

Worthington  . . 436 

Worthville 121 

Yeadon  882 

Yoe 567 


RHODE  ISLAND 

Area,  1,067  sq.  miles.  Area  under  no-license,  231  sq.  miles 

Population  (1910),  542,610.  Population  under  no-license,  16,850 

Population  (estimated,  1915)  602,765 

Urban  population,  524,654.  Rural  population,  17,956 

Per  cent  urban  population,  96.7.  Per  cent  rural  population,  3.3 

Density  of  population  per  square  mile 508.5 

Foreign-born  population,  179,141.  Per  cent  foreign-born,  33.0 

Native  whites  of  foreign  or  mixed  parentage,  194,646.  Per  cent,  35.9 
Negro  population,  9,529.  Percent,  1.8 

Illiterate  persons  10  years  of  age  and  over,  33,854.  Per  cent,  5.9 
Illiterate  males  of  voting  age,  14,456.  Percent,  7.8 

Total  number  of  families,  117,976.  < Number  persons  to  a family,  4.6 
Families  owning  homes,  32,849.  Per  cent,  27.8 

Families  renting  homes,  85,127.  Per  cent,  72.2 

Children  of  school  age,  120,513.  Number  pupils  enrolled,  80,061 
Persons  aged  15  to  20  years  attending  school*  14,568.  Per  cent,  23.2 
Number  church  communicants,  264*712.  Per  cent  of  population,  48.7 

Average  number  of  wage  earners  employed.  . . 113,425 

Number  paupers  in  almshouses  per  100,000  population 141.5 

Number  insane  in  hospitals  per  100,000  population 229.1 

Number  blind  in  asylums  per  100,000  population 57.9 

Number  state  prisoners  per  100,000  population 134.4 

Number  persons  holding  federal  retail  liquor  tax  receipts  (in- 
cluding drug  stores  and  all  other  places  retailing  liquors) . 1,360 

Number  druggists  317 

Number  breweries  (1916),  8.  Number  distilleries  (1916),  2 

Fermented  liquors  produced  in  1916  (barrels)...^ 650,775 

Distilled  spirits  produced  in  1916  (gallons) 236.7 

Distilled  spirits  rectified  in  1916  (gallons) 319,022.5 

Bushels  grain  used  in  distilling,  1916 None 

Gallons  of  other  materials  used  in  distilling,  1916 23,784 

Number  dry  counties,  None.  Population  dry  counties,  None 

Number  dry  cities  of  100,000  population  or  more,  None.  Pop.,  None 


218  RHODE  ISLAND 


Number  dry  cities  of  25,000  population  or  more,  but  less 

than  100,000,  None.  Population  None 

Number  dry  cities  of  10,000  population  or  more,  but  less 

than  25,000,  None.  Population  None 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  5,000  population  or  more,  but 

less  than  10,000,  1.  Population  5,176 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  1,000  population  or  more,  but 

less  than  5,000,  7.  Population  15,648 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  less  than  1,000  population 

Population  


Area  under  no-license,  231  sq.  miles.  26  per  cent. 
Area  under  license,  836  sq.  miles.  74  per  cent. 
Population  under  no-license,  16,850.  3.1  per  cent. 

Population  under  license,  525,760.  96.9  per  cent. 
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Rhode  Island  is  under  local  option.  The  law  requires  a vote 
on  the  liquor  question  in  each  town  (township)  every  two  years. 

The  last  vote,  November,  1916,  showed  that  the  licensed  vote 
increased  only  2,666  over  that  of  1914,  while  the  no-license  vote 
of  the  state  increased  7,181.  Eight  towns  are  now  dry. 

Rhode  Island  was  among  the  first  states  to  adopt  a local 
option  provision  in  the  battle  against  the  use  of  intoxicating 
drinks.  In  1838  the  first  local  option  law  was  passed,  giving  to 
the  towns  the  right  to  prohibit  the  manufacture  and  sale  of 
intoxicants.  Under  this  law  certain  town  councils  refused  to 
license  at  all  and  the  famous  “license  cases”  which  went  to  the 
United  States  Supreme  Court  grew  out  of  this  refusal.  In  July, 
1852,  the  so-called  Maine  law  went  into  effect  and  was  not  changed 
to  a license  law  until  1863.  It  was  strengthened  in  1857  by  a 
“Nuisance  Act.”  In  1872  the  “Ohio  Civil  Damage  law”  was 
passed.  In  1874  another  prohibitory  law  was  passed,  but  the 
next  year  the  license  law  was  re-adopted.  In  1886  the  last  effort 
of  that  first  generation  of  fighters  was  made  and  a constitutional 
amendment  was  passed  and  endorsed  by  popular  vote.  But  again 
the  influx  of  immigrants  who  were  accustomed  to  use  intoxi- 
cants supplied  the  voters,  who  repealed  the  amendment  in  1889. 
The  present  license  law  is  as  near  a “Model  License  law”  as  any 
state  has  passed. 

Names  and  Population  of  All  No- License  Cities  of  5,000  Popula- 
tion But  Less  Than  10,000 

S.  Kingstown 5,176 

Names  and  Population  of  All  No-License  Municipalities  of  1,000 


Population  But  Less  Than  5,000 

Barrington  ..  2,452  Little  Compt’n  1,276  Portsmouth  . 2,681 

Hopkinton  . . 2,324  Middletown  . 1,708  Tiverton 4,032 

Jamestown  . . 1,175 


SOUTH  CAROLINA 

Area,  30,495  sq.  miles.  Area  under  no-license,  30,495  sq.  miles 
Population  (1910),  1,515,400.  Population  under  no-license,  1,515,400 

Population  (estimated,  1915)  1,607,745 

Urban  population,  224,832.  Rural  population,  1,290,568 

Per  cent  urban  population,  14.8.  Per  cent  rural  population,  85.2 

Density  of  population  per  square  mile 49.7 

Foreign-born  population,  6,179.  Per  cent  foreign-born,  0.4 

Native  whites  of  foreign  or  mixed  parentage,  11,137.  Per  cent,  0.8 
Negro  population,  835,843.  Per  cent,  55.2 

Illiterate  persons  10  years  of  age  and  over,  276,980.  Per  cent,  25.7 
Illiterate  males  of  voting  age,  90,707.  Percent,  27.1 

Total  number  families,  315,204.  Number  persons  to  a family,  4.8 

Families  owning  homes,  93,757.  Percent,  29.7 

Families  renting  homes,  221,447.  Per  cent,  70.3 

Children  of  school  age,  524,328.  Number  pupils  enrolled,  340,415 
Persons  aged  15  to  20  years  attending  school,  67,341.  Per  cent,  32.6 
Number  church  communicants,  665,933.  Per  cent  of  population,  43.9 


Average  number  of  wage  earners  employed 71,914 

Number  paupers  in  almshouses  per  100,000  population 31.5 

Number  insane  in  hospitals  per  100,000  population 101.7 

Number  blind  in  asylums  per  100,000  population 66.7 
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Number  state  prisoners  per  100,000  population 111.6 

Number  persons  holding  federal  retail  liquor  tax  receipts  (in- 
cluding drug  stores  and  all  other  places  retailing  liquors) . . 894 

Number  druggists  402 

Number  breweries  (1916),  1.  Number  distilleries  (1916),  1 

Fermented  liquors  produced  in  1916  (barrels) 812 

Distilled  spirits  produced  in  1916  (gallons) 1,179,890.0 

Distilled  spirits  rectified  in  1916  (gallons) None 

Bushels  grain  used  in  distilling,  1916 2,900 

Gallons  of  other  materials  used  in  distilling,  1916 21,049,602 

Number  dry  counties,  44.  Population  dry  counties,  1,515,400 

Number  dry  cities  of  100,000  population  or  more,  None.  Pop.,  None 
Number  dry  cities  of  25,000  population  or  more,  but  less 

than  100,000,  2.  Population  x. 85,152 

Number  dry  cities  of  10,000  population  or  more,  but  less 

than  25,000,  2.  Population  33,258 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  5,000  population  or  more,  but 

less  than  10,000,  9.  Population  60,737 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  1,000  population  or  more,  but 

less  than  5,000,  55.  Population  114,168 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  less  than  1,000  population 180 

Population  61,047 

Area  under  no-license,  30,495  sq.  miles.  100  per  cent. 

Area  under  license,  None. 

Population  under  no-license,  1,515,400.  100  per  cent. 

Population  under  license,  None. 

SOUTH  CAROLINA,  1909,  1911,  1915  AND  1917 
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South  Carolina  is  under  statutory  Prohibition,  adopted  by  a 
majority  vote  of  the  citizens  of  the  state  upon  a referendum  of 
the  Prohibition  law  enacted  by  the  Legislature  subject  to  the 
popular  will.  The  vote  on  the  referendum  was  taken  on  Septem- 
ber 14,  1915,  and  the  law  was  adopted  by  a majority  of  24,920 
out  of  a total  vote  of  58,544.  This  law  went  into  operation  Janu- 
ary 1,  1916. 

Prior  to  the  adoption  of  Prohibition  the  state  of  South 
Carolina  was  under  county  local  option  and  the  dispensary  sys- 
tem* The  law  provided  for  a vote  in  each  county  on  the  question 
as  to  whether  the  county  would  operate  under  the  dispensary 
system  or  under  county  Prohibition.  Under  this  law,  16  counties 
of  the  state  were  operating  dispensaries  when  Prohibition  was 
adopted.  The  other  counties  of  the  state  were  all  under  Pro- 
hibition. 

The  sale  of  liquor  has  in  reality  been  prohibited  in  the  state 
of  South  Carolina  since  1892  except  as  sales  were  made  by  the 
state  or  county  governments  through  the  dispensary  until  the 
state-wide  prohibitory  law  went  into  effect.  Under  the  state- 
wide law  no  alcoholic  beverage  may  be  sold  within  the  state. 
The  original  law  permitted  the  importation,  to  individuals,  of  a 
gallon  a month,  but  the  Legislature  of  1917  reduced  the  quantity 
to  one  quart.  The  1917  Legislature  also  passed  an  anti-liquor 
advertising  bill. 
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Area,  76,868  sq.  miles.  Area  under  no-license,  76,868  sq.  miles 
Population  (1910),  583,888.  Population  under  no-license,  583,888 

Population  (estimated,  1915)  680,046 

Urban  population,  76,673.  Rural  population,  507,215 

Per  cent  urban  population,  13.1.  Per  cent  rural  population,  86.9 

Density  of  population  per  square  mile  7.6 

Foreign-born  population,  100,790.  Per  cent  foreign-born,  17.3 

Native,  whites  of  foreign  or  mixed  parentage,  217,491.  Per  cent,  37.2 
Negro  population,  817.  Per  cent,  0.1 

Illiterate  persons  10  years  of  age  and  over,  12,750.  Per  cent,  2.9 

Illiterate  males  of  voting  age,  5,550.  Per  cent,  3.1 

Total  number  of  families,  131,060.  Number  persons  to  a family,  4.5 
Families  owning  homes,  86,539.  Per  cent,  66.0 

Families  renting  homes,  44,521.  Per  cent,  34.0 

Children  of  school  age,  169,328.  Number  pupils  enrolled,  126,253 
Persons  aged  15  to  20  years  attending  school,  28,644.  Per  cent,  40.3 
Number  church  communicants,  161,961.  Per  cent  of  population,  27.7 

Average  number  of  wage  earners  employed 3,788 

Number  paupers  in  almshouses  per  100,000  population 24.8 

Number  insane  in  hospitals  per  100,000  population 148.0 

Number  blind  in  asylums  per  100,000  population 45.9 

Number  state  prisoners  per  100,000  population 47.8 

Number  persons  holding  federal  retail  liquor  tax  receipts  (in- 
cluding drug  stores  and  all  other  places  retailing  liquors) . .855 

Number  druggists  422 

Number  breweries  (1916),  4.  Number  distilleries  (1916),  None 

Fermented  liquors  produced  in  1916  (barrels) 43,403 

Distilled  spirits  produced  in  1916  (gallons) None 
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Distilled  spirits  rectified  in  1916  (gallons) None 

Bushels  grain  used  in  distilling,  1916  None 

Gallons  of  other  materials  used  in  distilling,  1916 None 

Number  dry  counties,  64.  Population  dry  counties,  583,888 

Number  dry  cities  of  100,000  population  or  more,  None.  Pop.,  None 
Number  dry  cities  of  25,000  population  or  more,  but  less 

than  100,000,  None.  Population  None 

Number  dry  cities  of  10,000  population  or  more,  but  less  ' 

than  25,000,  2.  Population  24,847 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  5,000  population  or  more,  but 

less  than  10,000,  4.  Population  . . — 27,708 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  1,000  population  or  more  but 

less  than  5,000,  39.  Population  66,686 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  less  than  1,000  population 190 

Population  75,119 

Area  under  no-license  76,868  sq.  miles.  100  per  cent. 

Area  under  license,  None. 

Population  under  no-license,  583,888.  100  per  cent. 

Population  under  license,  None. 


South  Dakota  has  adopted  constitutional  Prohibition,  the 
prohibitory  amendment  to  the  constitution  having  been  sub- 
mitted to  a popular  vote  on  November  7,  1916,  and  adopted  by  a 
majority  of  11,505.  Sixty-four  thousand  eight  hundred  and  sixty- 
seven  votes  were  cast  in  favor  of  the  amendment  and  53,362 
votes  were  cast  against  the  amendment.  The  law  becomes  oper- 
ative July  1,  1917.  On  February  21,  1917,  the  Legislature  passed 
a Prohibition  law  providing  for  carrying  the  amendment  into 
effect. 

It  is  made  unlawful  for  any  person,  firm,  club,  copartnership, 
lodge,  society,  fraternity,  association,  corporation  or  combination 
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of  individuals  to  manufacture  or  sell  or  solicit  orders  for  intoxi- 
cating liquors  within  this  state.  It  is  made  unlawful  to  print  in 
any  newspaper,  magazine  or  other  periodical  any  advertisement 
for  intoxicating  liquor  or  to  sell  any  such  paper  containing  liquor 
advertising  within  the  state.  It  is,  also,  unlawful  for  any  person 
to  keep  or  have  for  personal  use  or  otherwise,  or  to  use  or  permit 
another  to  have,  keep  or  use  intoxicating  liquors  in  any  public 
place  in  the  state.  It  is  unlawful  for  any  common  carrier  to 
ship  or  transport  any  intoxicating  liquors  into  the  state  or  for 
any  person  to  receive  or  accept  delivery  of  intoxicating  liquors 
from  any  common  carrier  or  to  have  in  his  possession  any  liquor 
so  received  except  that  liquors  may  be  shipped  to  and  received 
by  retail  druggists  to  be  sold  for  lawful  purposes. 

Common  carriers  are  compelled  to  make  monthly  reports 
of  all  liquor  shipments  delivered  at  their  offices  together  with 
the  name  of  consignee  and  the  amount  and  kind  of  liquor  re- 
ceived. Liquors  delivered  C.  O.  D.  shall  be  deemed  to  be  sold 
by  the  person  making  the  delivery.  Druggists  are  permitted  to 
sell  intoxicating  liquors  for  scientific,  medicinal  and  sacramental 
purposes  only  after  having  first  secured  a permit  from  the  State 
Sheriff.  Permits  are  granted  in  the  discretion  of  the  State 
Sheriff  and  cannot  be  granted  except  to  the  owner  and  manager 
of  a drug  store  nor  if  the  applicant  uses  intoxicating  liquor  as 
a beverage,  nor  unless  he  has  conducted  a drug  store  at  the 
same  location  at  least  one  year  prior  to  the  granting  of  the 
permit.  Permits  may  be  revoked  by  the  State  Sheriff  at  any 
time  if  he  is  satisfied  that  the  privilege  which  the  permit  carries 
is  being  abused  and  automatically  revoked  for  the  first  violation 
of  the  law.  On  conviction  for  second  violation,  in  addition  to 
other  fines  and  penalties,  the  registration  of  the  druggist  as  a 
pharmacist  is  cancelled  for  five  years. 

WET  AND  DRY  MAP  OF  SOUTH  DAKOTA,  JANUARY  1,  1917 


224 


SOUTH  DAKOTA 


Physicians  may  only  write  prescriptions  for  liquor  after  hav- 
ing first  procured  a permit  from  the  State  Sheriff  in  the  same 
manner  as  the  druggist,  which  permit  is  subject  to  revocation 
the  same  as  that  of  the  druggist.  Druggists  holding  permits 
may  secure  liquor  for  scientific  and  sacramental  purposes  on  a 
sworn  affidavit  of  the  purchaser.  Every  druggist  is  required  to 
file  a report  once  a month  with  the  County  Auditor  and  State 
Sheriff,  stating  the  amount  of  liquor  on  hand  at  the  time  of 
making  the  last  report,  the  amount  purchased  during  the  month, 
the  amount  sold  as  shown  by  the  affidavits  and  prescriptions 
attached  to  the  report,  and  the  amount  still  on  hand,  and  the 
State  Sheriff  is  required  to  visit  each  drug  store  at  various  in- 
tervals to  check  up  the  amount  of  liquor  on  hand  and  compare  it 
with  the  report  of  the  druggist. 

Every  place  where  liquor  is  sold  in  violation  of  the  law  is 
made  a common  nuisance  and  may  be  enjoined  and  abated  upon 
application  to  the  Circuit  Court.  « 

The  office  of  State  Sheriff  is  created  for  the  enforcement  of 
the  law,  the  State  Sheriff  being  appointed  by  the  Governor  and 
holding  office  during  the  pleasure  of  the  Governor.  As  many 
deputies  as  are  needed  for  the  enforcement  of  the  law  may  be 
appointed. 

Injured  persons  such  as  the  wife,  husband,  child,  parent, 
guardian  or  other  person  may  recover  damages,  both  actual  and 
exemplary,  against  the  person  selling  intoxicating  liquors,  which 
contributed  to  the  injury.  The  Governor  is  given  authority  to 
remove  from  office  any  State’s  Attorney,  Sheriff  or  police  officer 
of  the  state,  who  neglects,  fails  or  refuses  to  enforce  the  law. 

The  law  passed  the  House  of  Representatives  by  a vote  of 
88  to  10  and  the  State  Senate  by  a vote  of  41  to  4. 

Prior  to  the  adoption  of  state-wide  Prohibition  South  Dakota 
had  been  under  a peculiar  form  of  local  option.  All  territory  in 
the  state  was  presumed  to  be  dry  until  voted  wet.  Under  the 
provisions  of  this  law  a vote  could  be  had  in  any  municipality  as 
often  as  once  each  year  in  order  to  determine  whether  or  not  the 
sale  of  liquor  should  be  permitted.  If  at  any  such  election  a ma- 
jority of  the  vote  cast  was  in  favor  of  the  sale  of  intoxicating  liq- 
uor, saloons  might  be  permitted  for  one  year,  but  at  the  end  of  the 
year  the  municipality  or  township  automatically  went  back  into 
the  Prohibition  column  unless  a new  election  was  held  and  a 
majority  vote  was  cast  in  favor  of  saloons  for  another  year. 

In  November,  1914,  the  people  voted  on  a measure  initiated 
through  the  efforts  of  the  United  brewers’  Association,  which 
measure  was  drawn  for  the  purpose  of  reversing  the  method  of 
local  option  in  South  Dakota  by  requiring  that  when  a town 
votes  for  saloons  it  may  continue  wet  until  the  temperance  peo- 
ple bring  on  another  election.  This  measure  was  defeated  by 
an  overwhelming  majority.  - 

Under  the  old  law,  which  continues  to  operate  until  July, 
1917,  the  number  of  saloons  is  limited  to  one  for  each  600  of 
the  population.  The  railroads  have  issued  orders  discontinuing  the 
sale  of  intoxicating  liquors  on  all  trains  within  the  state.  At  the 
present  time  more  than  400  towns  in  South  Dakota  are  under 
no-license  while  92  grant  licenses.  There  are  approximately  275 
saloons  operating  in  the  state.  The  nine  o’clock  closing  law  is 
rigorously  enforced  in  all  the  towns  and  cities  where  saloons 
exist. 
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Area,  41,687  sq.  miles.  Area  under  no-license,  41,687  sq.  miles 

Population  (1910),  2,184,789.  Population  under  no-license,  2,184,789 

Population  (estimated,  1915)  2,271,379 

Urban  population,  441,045.  Rural  population,  1,743,744 

Per  cent  urban  population,  20.2.  Per  cent  rural  population,  79.8 

Density  of  population  per  square  mile 52.4 

Foreign-born  population,  18,607.  Per  cent  foreign-born,  0.9 

Native  whites  of  foreign  or  mixed  parentage,  38,367.  Per  cent,  1.7 

Negro  population,  473,088.  Per  cent,  21.7 

Illiterate  persons  10  years  of  age  and  over,  221,071.  Per  cent,  13.6 

Illiterate  males  of  voting  age,  86,677  Per  cent,  15.7 

Total  number  of  families,  462,553.  Number  persons  to  a family,  4.7 
Families  owning  homes,  213,125.  Per  cent,  46.0 

Families  renting  homes,  249,428.  Per  cent,  54.0 

Children  of  school  age,  697,132.  Number  pupils  enrolled,  521,753 
Persons  aged  15  to  20  years  attending  school,  110,073.  Per  cent,  38.9 
Number  church  communicants,  697,570.  Per  cent  of  population,  31.9 

Average  number  of  wage  earners  employed 74,373 

Number  paupers  in  almshouses  per  100,000  population 71.8 

Number  insane  in  hospitals  per  100,000  population 100.9 

Number  state  prisoners  per  100,000  population 120.9 

Number  blind  in  asylums  per  100,000  population 89.5 

Number  persons  holding  federal  retail  liquor  tax  receipts  (in- 
cluding drug  stores  and  all  other  places  retailing  liquors)  .1,079 

Number  druggists  610 

Number  breweries  (1916),  3.  Number  distilleries  (1916),  None 

Fermented  liquors  produced  in  1916  (barrels)  48,548 

Distilled  spirits  produced  in  1916  (gallons) None 

Distilled  spirits  rectified  in  1916  (gallons) 1,665,623.2 

Bushels  grain  used  in  distilling,  1916  None 

Gallons  of  other  materials  used  in  distilling,  1916 None 

Number  dry  counties,  96.  Population  dry  counties,  2,184,789 

Number  dry  cities  of  100,000  population  or  more,  2.  Pop.,  241,469 

Number  dry  cities  of  25,000  population  or  more,  but  less 

than  100,000,  2.  Population  80,950 

Number  dry  cities  of  10,000  population  or  more,  but  less 

than  25,000,  1.  Population  15,779 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  5,000  population  or  more  but 

less  than  10,000,  6.  Population  40,627 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  1,000  population  or  more,  but 

less  than  5,000,  68.  Population  144,869 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  less  than  1,000  population 110 

Population  51,291 

Area  under  no-license,  41,687  sq.  miles.  100  per  cent. 

Area  under  license,  None. 

Population  under  no-license,  2,184,789.  100  per  cent. 

Population  under  license,  None. 


Tennessee  is  under  statutory  Prohibition.  The  law  was 
enacted  by  the  Legislature  in  January,  1909,  and  became  effective 
July  1,  1909. 

The  Soft-Drink  Stand  law,  under  the  operation  of  the  Pure 
Food  and  Drug  Department,  and  the  Ouster  law,  under  which  a 
number  of  faithless  officials  have  been  removed,  are  largely 
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responsible  for  the  vastly  improved  conditions.  Both  of  the  above 
measures  were  passed  by  the  Legislature  of  1915.  People  are  so 
well  satisfied  with  the  Prohibition  policy  that  all  political  parties 
in  the  state  have  declared  for  the  maintenance  and  enforcement 
of  the  prohibition  laws  and  for  the  passage  of  any  other  laws 
that  may  be  necessary  for  better  law  enforcement. 

The  Tax  Commission,  appointed  by  the  Governor,  under  an 
act  of  1915,  to  investigate  the  subjects  of  taxation  and  assess- 
ment in  the  state  of  Tennessee,  in  its  published  report,  page  34, 
declares:  “Tennessee  is  now  one  of  the  most  cheaply  governed 

states  in  the  Union.  The  receipts  and  expenditures  in  Tennessee 
now  average  about  two  dollars  per  capita  annually,  which  is 
about  one-half  the  average  for  the  United  States.  Neverthe- 
less within  ten  years  our  receipts  increased  approximately  from 
$2,600,000  to  $4,600,000,  the  increase  being  constant  from  year  to 
year.  When  we  consider  that  in  1904  the  state  paid  out  to 
charities,  schools  and  pensions  $989,609.44,  and  in  1914  it  paid 
out  $3,075,142.45  for  the  same  purposes,  we  see  how  the  great 
heart  of  our  state  has  throbbed  in  unison  with  the  great  move- 
ments affecting  the  nation.” 

In  1909  the  Legislature  passed  laws  forbidding  the  manufac- 
ture and  sale  of  intoxicating  liquors  within  four  miles  of  a 
schoolhouse.  But  for  several  years  no  attempt  was  made  to 
enforce  these  inadequate  laws  in  the  larger  cities.  In  1913  the 
Legislature  enacted  a nuisance  law  which  the  state  authorities 
labored  with  a large  degree  of  success  to  enforce,  with,  however, 
much  assistance  from  municipal  authorities.  In  1915  the  nuisance 
law  wras  enacted,  under  which  a number  of  faithless  municipal 
officials  were  removed,  and  there  was  a general  toning  up  of 
law  enforcement  all  along  the  line. 

The  laws  prohibiting  the  manufacture  and  sale  of  intoxi- 
cating liquors  proved  utterly  inadequate,  as  it  left  the  state  ex- 
posed to  the  lawlessness  of  the  interstate  mail  order  house,  to 
the  social  club,  rampant  in  all  of  the  cities,  and  to  the  interstate 
shipping  traffic.  The  Legislature  of  1917  enacted  the  following 
laws : 

1.  The  storage  bill,  which  abolishes  the  mail  order  house 
July  1,  1917. 

2.  The  bone-dry  anti-shipping  law  which  goes  into  effect 
March  1,  1917. 

3.  An  anti-club  law  which  took  effect  immediately  after  its 
passage. 

4.  A bill  making  bootlegging  a felony,  which  took  effect  im- 
mediately after  its  passage 

The  Legislature  of  1917  also  passed  a stringent  drug  store  bill. 
An  anti-advertising  measure  and  a bill  to  make  the  manufacture 
of  intoxicating  liquors  a felony  wTere  crowded  off  the  calendar  on 
the  last  day  of  legislation. 

For  the  first  time  in  her  history  Tennessee  has  something 
like  adequate  Prohibition  laws,  and  expects  to  enjoy  from  now 
on  the  fruits  of  real  and  genuine  Prohibition.  The  laws  just 
enacted  by  the  Legislature  were  passed  almost  by  unanimous 
vote;  the  liquor  interests  being  able  to  muster  no  more  than 
seven  votes  against  any  of  them.  Governor  Rye  is  an  uncom- 
promising' Prohibitionist  and  stands  for  the  vigorous  enforce- 
ment of  the  law. 
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Area,  262,398  sq.  miles.  Area  under  no-license,  222,000  sq.  miles 
Population  (1910),  3,896,542.  Population  under  no-license,  3,409,476 

Population  (estimated,  1915)  4,343,710 

Urban  population,  938,104.  Rural  population  2,958,438 

Per  cent  urban  population,  24.1.  Per  cent  rural  population,  75.9 

Density  of  population  per  square  mile 14.8 

Foreign-born  population,  241,938.  Per  cent  foreign-born,  6.2 

Native  whites  of  foreign  or  mixed  parentage,  361,914.  Per  cent,  9.3 
Negro  population,  690,049.  Percent,  17.7 

Illiterate  persons  10  years  of  age  and  over,  282,904.  Per  cent,  9.9 
Illiterate  males  of  voting  age,  109,328.  Per  cent,  10.9 

Total  number  of  families,  798,426.  Number  persons  to  a family,  4.9 
Families  owning  homes,  350,176.  Percent,  43.8 

Families  renting  homes,  448,250.  Per  cent,  56.2 

Children  of  school  age,  1,295,342.  Number  pupils  enrolled,  821,631 
Persons  aged  15  to  20  years  attending  school,  187,588.  Per  cent,  37.2 
No.  church  communicants,  1,226,906.  Per  cent  of  population,  31.4 

Average  number  of  wage  earners  employed 74,853 

Number  paupers  in  almshouses  per  100,000  population 22.1 

Number  insane  in  hospitals  per  100,000  population 104.0 

Number  blind  in  asylums  per  100,000  population 62.6 

Number  state  prisoners  per  100,000  population 108.5 

Number  persons  holding  federal  retail  liquor  tax  receipts  (in- 
cluding drug  stores  and  all  other  places  retailing  liquors) . 5,101 

Number  druggists  2,654 

Number  breweries  (1916),  13.  Number  distilleries  (1916),  None 

Fermented  liquors  produced  in  1916  (barrels) 706,910 

Distilled  spirits  produced  in  1916  (gallons) None 

Distilled  spirits  rectified  in  1916  (gallons) 342,779.4 

Bushels  grain  used  in  distilling,  1916 None 

Gallons  of  other  materials  used  in  distilling,  1916 None 

Number  dry  counties,  186.  Population  dry  counties,  2,359,686 

Number  dry  cities  of  100,000  population  or  more,  None.  Pop.,  None 
Number  dry  cities  of  25,000  population  or  more,  but  less 

than  100,000,  None.  Population  None 

Number  dry  cities  of  10,000  population  or  more,  but  less 

than  25,000,  8.  Population  91,004 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  5,000  population  or  more,  but 

less  than  10,000,  15.  Population  111,235 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  1,000  population  or  more,  but 

less  than  5,000,  143.  Population  291,929 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  Less  than  1,000  population 95 

Population  58,751 

Area  under  no-license,  222,000  sq.  miles.  84.6  per  cent. 


Area  under  license,  40,398  sq.  miles.  15.4  per  cent. 
Population  under  no-license,  3,409,476.  87.5  per  cent. 


Population  under  license,  487,066.  12.5  per  cent. 
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Texas  is  under  local  option,  the  law  providing  for  a vote 
on  the  liquor  question  by  counties. 

The  state  has  an  area  of  265,000  square  miles.  From  north 
to  south,  it  is  825  miles,  and  from  east  to  west,  740  miles.  A line 
that  would  measure  Texas  from  north  to  south,  placed  on  the 
northern  border,  would  take  in  most  of  South  Dakota,  part  of 
New  Hampshire,  Wyoming,  North  Dakota,  Nebraska,  Colorado, 
Utah,  New  Mexico,  Arizona,  Iowa,  Illinois,  Nevada,  Arkansas, 
part  of  Tennessee,  Mississippi  and  Louisiana.  Only  three  coun- 
ties and  a few  precincts  were  saloonless  in  1887.  The  state  had 
a population  in  1910  of  3,896,542.  Two  hundred  twenty  thousand 
square  miles  are  under  Prohibition,  and  3,409,477  people  live  in 
Prohibition  territory.  The  state  has  252  organized  counties. 
One  hundred  eighty-seven  counties  have  banished  saloons  by 
direct  vote.  Twelve  counties  are  without  saloons,  except  in  one 
place  each.  Eighteen  counties  have  two  or  more  places  with 
saloons,  and  only  seven  counties  are  entirely  wet.  Seven-eighths 
of  the  territory  is  under  Prohibition,  and  practically  four-fifths 
of  the  population  live  in  Prohibition  territory.  * 

WET  AND  DRY  MAP  OF  TEXAS,  JANUARY  1,  1917 
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In  1875,  Texas’  present  constitution  was  adopted,  providing 
for  a local  option  liquor  law,  and  a crusade  for  a white  map 
began.  Jasper  county,  the  “first  fruits”  of  local  Prohibition  ban- 
ished her  saloons  the  year  following.  Rockwall  quickly  followed 
suit,  but  after  that  progress  was  slow  until  1893.  During  the 
decade  from  1893  to  1903  Prohibition  swept  over  North  Texas 
like  a prairie  fire.  The  net  results  of  40  years’  “drying  out”  are 
portrayed  in  the  accompanying  map  showing  the  present  status 
of  Texas. 

On  July  28,  1916,  the  state  voted  in  favor  of  the  submitting 
of  a constitutional  Prohibition  amendment.  This  amendment 
came  up  in  the  Legislature,  but  was  defeated. 

The  following  cities  in  Texas  contain  almost  one-half  of 
all  the  saloons  in  the  state: 


City 

Population 

Number  of  Saloons 

Houston 

93,122 

393 

San  Antonio 

115,063 

399 

Dallas 

111,986 

207 

Fort  Worth 

94,494 

176 

Austin 

49,505 

158 

Galveston 

40,289 

192 

Totals 

504,459 

1,525 

Names  and  Population  of  All  No-License  Counties 


Anderson 

29,650 

Cockran 

65 

Franklin. . . . 

. 9,331 

Andrews. . . . 

975 

Coke 

6,412 

Freestone. . . 

20,557 

Angelina 

17.705 

Coleman 

22,618 

Frio 

8,895 

Aransas  . . . . 

2,106 

Collin 

49,021 

Gaines 

1,255 

Archer 

6,525 

Collingsworth 

. 5,224 

Garza 

. 1,995 

Armstrong. . 

2,682 

Comanche. . . 

27,186 

Glasscock. . . 

1,143 

Atascosa. . . . 

10,004 

Concho 

6,654 

Gray 

. 3,405 

Bailey 

312 

Cooke 

26,603 

Grayson 

65,996 

Bandera 

4,921 

Coryell 

21,703 

Gregg 

. 14,140 

Baylor 

, 8,411 

Cottle 

4,396 

Hale 

7,566 

Bee  

12,090 

Crane 

331 

Hall 

. 8,279 

Bell 

, 49,186 

Crockett 

1,296 

Hamilton..  . . 

15,315 

Borden 

1,386 

Crosby 

1,765 

Hansford.. . , 

935 

Bosque 

. 19,013 

Dawson 

2,320 

Hardeman. . 

. 11,213 

Bowie 

, 34,827 

Deaf  Smith.. 

3,942 

Hardin 

. 12,947 

Brazoria 

13,299 

Delta 

14,566 

Harrison. . . , 

. 37,243 

Briscoe 

2,162 

Denton 

31,258 

Hartley 

1,298 

Brown 

. 22,935 

Dickens 

3,092 

Haskell 

16,249 

Brooks 

New 

Dimmitt 

3,460 

Hays 

15,518 

Burnet 

, 10,755 

Donley. ..... 

5,284 

Hemphill. . . 

. 3,170 

Caldwell.. . . , 

. 24,237 

Eastland. . . . 

23,421 

Henderson. . 

. 20,131 

Callahan 

12,973 

Ector 

1,178 

Hill 

, 46,760 

Camp 

9,551 

Edwards 

3,768 

Hockley 

137 

Carson 

. 2,127 

Ellis 

53,629 

Hood 

10,008 

Cass 

27,587 

Erath 

32,095 

Hopkins 

, 31,038 

Castro 

1,850 

Fannin 

44,801 

Houston.. . . , 

. 29,564 

Cherokee 

. 29,038 

Fisher 

12,596 

Howard 

. 8,881 

Childress. . . 

. 9,538 

Floyd 

4,638 

Hunt 

48,116 

Clay 

17,043 

Foard 

5,726 

Hutchison. . 

892 
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Irion ....... 

. 1,283 

Montgomery. 

15,679 

Schleicher. . 

,.  1,893 

Jack 

. 11,817 

Montague  . . . 

25,123 

Scurry  

. 10,924 

Jackson. . . . 

. 6,471 

Moore 

561 

Shackelford 

. 4,201 

Jasper 

. 14,000 

Morris 

10,439 

Shelby 

, . 26,423 

Jeff  Davis. . 

. 1,678 

Motley 

2,396 

Sherman  . . . 

. 1,376 

Jim  Wills. . 

New 

Nacogdoches 

27,406 

Smith 

..  41,746 

Johnson. . . . 

. 34,460 

Navarro 

47,070 

Sumervell. . 

. 3,931 

Jones 

..  24,299 

Newton 

10,850 

Stephens. . . 

. 7,980 

Kaufman. . . 

. 35,323 

Nolan 

11,999 

Sterling.  . . . 

..  1,493 

Kent 

. 2,655 

Nueces  .... 

21,955 

Stonewall . . 

. 5,320 

Kimble 

. 3,261 

Ohiltree 

1,602 

Swisher. . . . 

. 4,012 

King 

810 

Oldham 

812 

Taylor 

..  26,293 

Kleburg.  . . . 

New 

Palo  Pinto. .. 

19,506 

Terry 

..  1,474 

Knox 

. 9,625 

Panola 

20,424 

Throck- 

Lamar  

..  46,544 

Parker 

26,331 

morton.  . . 

..  4,563 

Lamb 

540 

Parmer 

1,555 

Titus 

..  16,422 

Lampasas. . 

. 9,532 

Polk 

17,459 

Trinity 

. 12,768 

Leon 

. 16,583 

Potter 

12,424 

Tyler 

..  10,250 

Limestone.  . 

. 34,621 

Rains 

6,787 

Upshur  .... 

..  19,960 

Lipscomb.  . . 

,.  2,634 

Randall 

3,312 

Upton 

501 

Live  Oak. . . 

. 3,442 

Reagan 

392 

Uvalde 

. 11,233 

Loving 

249 

Real 

New 

Van  Zandt. 

..  25,651 

Lubbock. . . , 

..  3,624 

Red  River. .. 

28,564 

Walker  .... 

..  16,061 

Lynn 

..  1,713 

Reeves 

4,392 

Ward 

..  2,389 

McCulloch  . 

..  13,405 

Roberts 

950 

Wheeler  . . . 

..  5,258 

McMullen. . . 

. 1,091 

Rockwell 

8,072 

Willacy. . . . 

New 

Madison  . . . 

..  10,318 

Runnels 

20,858 

Wilbarger. . 

. 12,000 

Marion 

. 10,472 

Rusk 

26,946 

Winkler. . . . 

442 

Martin 

. 1,549 

Sabine 

8,582 

Wise 

. 26,450 

Mason 

..  5,683 

San 

Wood 

. 23,417 

Matagorda. 

..  13,594 

Augustine. 

11,264 

Yoakum. . . . 

602 

Midland. . . . 

..  3,464 

San  Jacinto.. 

9,542 

Young 

..  13,657 

Mills 

Mitchell 

..  9,694 

..  8,956 

San  Patricio, 
San  Saba 

. 7,307 
11,245 

Zavalla  .... 

..  1,889 

Names  and  Population  of  All  No- License  Cities  of  10,000  Popula- 
tion But  Less  Than  25,000 

Cleburne  . . 

. .10,364 

Palestine 

,10,482 

Temple  . . . 

. ..10,993 

Dennison  . . 

. .13,632 

Paris 

,11,269 

Tyler  

. ..10,400 

Marshall  . . 

. .11,452 

Sherman  

,12,412 

Names  and 

Population  of  All  No-License  Cities  of  5,000 
tion  But  Less  Than  10,000 

Popula- 

Abilene  

. . ..9,204 

Ennis  

..5,669 

Orange  . . . 

....5,527 

Amarillo  . . 

. . .9,957 

Gainesville  . . 

. .7,624 

Sulphur  Spgs.  5,151 

Brown  wood 

. .6,967 

Greenville  . . , 

. .8,850 

Terrell  . . . . 

. . .7,050 

Corpus  Christi.8,222 

Hillsboro  . . . 

..6,115 

Texarkana 

....9,790 

Corsicana  . 

...9,749 

Longview  . . . 

..5,155 

Waxahachie  ..6,205 

Names  and 

Population  of  All  No- License 
Population  But  Less  Than 

Municipalities 
i 5,000 

of  1,000 

Alice  

. . . .2,136 

Arlington  . . . 

..1,794 

Bay  City  . . 

....3,156 

Alvarado  . . 

,...1,555 

Athens  

. .2,261 

Beeville  . . . 

. . .3,269 

Alvin  

. . ..1,453 

Atlanta  

..1,604 

Belton  .... 

. . ..4,164 

Anson 

,...1,842 

Baird  

..1,710 

Big  Spring 

. . .4,102 

Aransas  Pass.  1,197 

Ballinger  . . . . 

.3,536 

Bonham  . . . 

. . .4,844 
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Bowie  

.2,874 

Hamlin  

.1,978 

Paducah  

.1,350 

Brady  

.2,669 

Haskell  

.2,436 

Palacios 

.1,389 

Bridgeport  . . . 

.2,000 

Hearne  

.2,352 

Pearsall  

1,799 

Caldwell  

.1,467 

Henrietta  . . . . 

.2,104 

Pecos  

.1,856 

Calvert  

.2,579 

Hereford  

.1,750 

Pilot  Point  . . . 

.1,371 

Canadian  . . . . 

.1,648 

Hico  

.1,437 

Pittsburg  .... 

.1,916 

Canyon  City  . 

.1,400 

Honey  Grove  , 

.2,300 

Plainview  .... 

.2,829 

Center  

..1,684 

Hubbard  . . . . 

.1,843 

Plano  

.1,258 

Childress  . . . . 

.3,818 

Huntsville  . . . 

.2,072 

Port  Lavaca. . . 

.1,699 

Chillicothe  . . . 

..1,207 

Italy 

.1,149 

Quanah  

.3,127 

Cisco  

..2,410 

Itasca  

.1,356 

Rockdale  

,2,073 

Clarendon  . . . 

.1,946 

Jacksboro  . . . 

.1,480 

Rockfort  . . . . , 

Clarksville  . . . 

..2,065 

Jacksonville  . 

.2,875 

Rockwall  . . . . 

.1,136 

Clifton 

..1,137 

Jefferson  .... 

.2,515 

Rogers  

.1,275 

Coleman  . . . . 

..3,046 

Kaufman  

.1,959 

Rosebud  

.1,472 

Colorado  . . . . , 

..1,840 

Kenedy  

.1,147 

Rotan  

.1,126 

Comanche  . . . 

.2,756 

Killeen  

.1,265 

Royse  City  . . . 

.1,210 

Commerce  . . , 

..2,818 

Ladonia  

.1,293 

Rusk  

.1,558 

Conroe  

.1,374 

Lampasas  . . . 

.2,119 

Sabinal  

.1,640 

Cooper  

.1,513 

Lancaster  . . . 

.1,115 

San  Augustine  1,204 

Crockett  . . . . 

..3,947 

Lockhart  .... 

.2,945 

San  Marcos  . . 

.4,071 

Crowell  

..1,341 

Lott  

.1,021 

Santa  Anna  . . 

.1,453 

Dalhart ' 

..2  580 

Lubbock  

.1,938 

Seymour 

.2,029 

DeLeon  

..1,015 

Lufkin 

.2,740 

Snyder  

.2,514 

Decatur  

.1,651 

Luling  

.1,404 

Stamford  . . . . 

.3,902 

Denton  

.4,732 

Lyra  

.1,194 

Stephenville  . 

.2,561 

Dublin 

..2,551 

McGregor 

1,864 

Sweetwater  . . 

.4,176 

Eagle  Pass  . . 

.3,536 

McKinney  . . . 

.4,714 

Teague  

.3,288 

El  Campo  . . . 

..1,778 

Marble  Falls  . 

.1,061 

Timpson 

.1,528 

Elgin  

..1,707 

Mart  

.2,939 

Toyah  

.1,052 

Farmersville 

..1,848 

Memphis  . . . . 

.1,936 

Troupe  

.1,126 

Ferris  

.1,233 

Merkel  

.2,008 

Tulia  

.1,216 

Forney  

..1,114 

Mexia  

.2,694 

Uvalde  

.3,998 

Gatesville  . . . 

.1,929 

Midland  

..2,192 

Van  Alstyne  ., 

..1,441 

Georgetown  . 

..3,096 

Miles  

,.1,302 

Vernon 

.3,195 

Gilmer 

..1,484 

Mineola  

.1,706 

Walnut  Sp’gs. 

1,340 

Goldthwaite  . 

.1,129 

Mineral  Wells 

3,950 

Whitesboro  . . 

.1,219 

Graham  

.1,569 

Mt.  Pleasant  . 

..3,137 

Whitewright  . 

.1,563 

Grantiury  . . . 

..1,336 

Nacogdoches  . 

..3,361 

Wills  Point  . . 

.1,398 

Grand  Saline. 

.1,065 

Naples  

.1,178 

Winnsboro  . . . 

.1,741 

Grand  View  . 

. .1,018 

Navastota  . . . 

.3,284 

Winters  

.1,347 

Groesbeck  . . . 
Hamilton  . . . 

.1,454 

..1,548 

Nocona  

Olney  

..1,338 

.1,095 

Wolfe  City  . . . 

.1,402 

Names  and  Population  of  All  No-License  Municipalities  of 
Than  1,000  Population 

Less 

Alto  

. ..  672 

Bronte 

. . 635 

Collinsville  . . 

. . 791 

Archer  City.  . 

. . 825 

Burnet 

. . 981 

Coolidge 

..  505 

Bangs  

. ..  512 

Carbon  

..  479 

Crawford  . . . . 

. 516 

Belcher  

..  181 

Celeste  

..  821 

Dawson 

..  803 

Bellevue  .... 

. ..  699 

Celima 

...  724 

Dodd  City 

..  289 

Bells  

. ..  496 

Cement  

...  503 

Eastland  .... 

. . 855 

Blooming  Grove  903 

Claude 

..  692 

Ector 

..  404 

Blossom  .... 

. ..  871 

Clinton  

, ..  100 

Electra  

..  640 

Brandon  .... 

. ..  401 

Clyde  

. . 495 

Enloe  ....... 

. . 326 
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McLean 

, . 633 

Rule 

. 891 

. 702 

Mansfield  . . . . 

..  627 

St.  Joe 

..  822 

Ganado  

558 

Meridian 

. 718 

San  Felipe. . . . 

. 206 

Garland 

804 

Mesquite 

...  687 

Sanson 

..  478 

Gordon  

. 609 

Midlothian  . . . 

. 868 

Savoy  

..  328 

Gorman 

963 

Milford 

..  766 

Sinton  

Grand  Prairie. . 

994 

Montague  . . . . 

. 284 

Stratford  

..  520 

Grapevine  

681 

Moody  

. 983 

Tehuacana  . . . 

. 425 

Higgins 

769 

Morgan  

. 831 

Tenaha  

..  481 

Holland 

778 

Mount  Calm. . 

..  575 

Thornton  . . . . , 

..  678 

Howe 

581 

Munday 

...  956 

Tioga  

. 797 

Iowa  Park 

603 

Nevada  

..  510 

Tolar 

..  455 

Jayton  

314 

Oakwood  .... 

..  906 

Tom  Bean .... 

..  288 

Jewett  

586 

Palmer 

..  605 

Trenton 

. 550 

Kerens 

945 

Panhandle  . . . 

..  521 

Valley  Mills... 

,.  708 

Kosse 

764 

Peniel 

..  467 

Venus  

,.  495 

Kyle  

742 

Petrolia  

..  517 

Waterman  . . . 

..  476 

Leonard  

990 

Pottsboro  .... 

..  313 

Weinert 

. 779 

Lindale 

658 

Queen  City. . . 

..  388 

Wellington  . . . 

. 576 

Linden  

329 

Quinlan 

. 537 

Whitney 

..  766 

Lockney  

750 

Ravenna  

. 280 

Wortham 

..  899 

Lone  Oak 

. 756 

Rising  Star... 

. 640 

Wylie 

. 620 

Loraine  

633 

Roscoe 

..  941 

UTAH 

Area,  82,184  sq.  miles.  Area  under  no-license,  82,184  sq.  miles 
Population  (1910),  373,351.  Population  under  no-license,  373,351 

Population  (estimated,  1915)  424,300 

Urban  population,  171,934.  Rural  population,  200,417 

Per  cent  urban  population,  46.3.  Per  cent  rural  population,  53.7 

Density  of  population  per  square  mile  4.5 

Foreign-born  population,  65,822.  Per  cent  foreign-born,  17.6 

Native  whites  of  foreign  or  mixed  parentage,  131,527.  Per  cent,  35.2 
Negro  population,  1,144.  Per  cent,  0.3 

Illiterate  persons  10  years  of  age  and  over,  6,821.  Per  cent,  2.5 

Illiterate  males  of  voting  age,  3,477.  Per  cent,  3.3 

Total  number  of  families,  77,339.  Number  persons  to  a family,  4.8 
Families  owning  homes,  48,131.  Per  cent,  62.2 

Families  renting  homes,  29,208.  Per  cent,  37.8 

Children  of  school  age,  121,712.  Number  pupils  enrolled,  91,611 
Persons  aged  15  to  20  years  attending  school,  19,792.  Per  cent,  44.1 
Number  church  communicants,  172,814.  Per  cent  of  population,  50.0 

Average  number  of  wage  earners  employed *....13,894 

Number  paupers  in  almshouses  per  100,000  population 48.5 

Number  insane  in  hospitals  per  100,000  population 91.6 

Number  blind  in  asylums  per  100,000  population 50.4 

Number  state  prisoners  per  100,000  population 105.5 

Number  persons  holding  federal  retail  liquor  tax  receipts  (in- 
cluding drug  stores  and  all  other  places  retailing  liquors).  .705 

Number  druggists  166 

Number  breweries  (1916),  4.  Number  distilleries  (1916),  None 

Fermented  liquors  produced  in  1916  (barrels) 139,112 

Distilled  spirits  produced  in  1916  (gallons) None 

Distilled  spirits  rectified  in  1916  (gallons) 95,853.7 


UTAH 


233 


Bushels  grain  used  in  distilling,  1916 None 

Gallons  of  other  materials  used  in  distilling,  1916 None 

Number  dry  counties,  27.  Population  dry  counties,  373,351 

Number  dry  cities  of  100,000  population  or  more,  None.  Pop.,  None 
Number  dry  cities  of  25,000  population  or  more,  but  less 

than  100,000,  2.  Population 118,357 

Number  dry  cities  of  10,000  population  or  more,  but  less 

than  25,000,  None.  Population  None 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  5,000  population  or  more,  but 

less  than  10,000,  2.  Population  16,447 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  1,000  population  or  more,  but 

less  than  5,000,  44.  Population  84,787 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  less  than  1,000  population 56 

Population  33,182 

Area  under  no-license,  82,184  sq.  miles.  100  per  cent. 

Area  under  license,  None. 

Population  under  no-license,  373,351.  100  per  cent. 

Population  under  license,  None. 


Utah  has  adopted  statutory  Prohibition  and  has  submitted 
a constitutional  Prohibition  amendment  to  a vote  of  the  people. 
The  prohibitory  statute  was  passed  by  the  Legislature  of  1917 
by  unanimous  vote  in  the  Senate  and  with  but  one  dissenting 
vote  in  the  House.  It  was  approved  by  Governor  Bamberger  on 
February  8,  1917,  and  will  go  into  effect  on  August  1,  1917.  The 
prohibitory  amendment  to  the  constitution  was  submitted  to  a 
vote  of  the  people  by  a resolution  which  passed  both  houses  of 
the  Legislature.  The  popular  vote  on  the  amendment  will  be 
taken  at  the  general  election  in  November,  1918. 

Prior  to  the  adoption  of  the  state-wide  Prohibition  amend- 
ment Utah  was  under  local  option.  The  provisions  of  the  local 
option  law  continue  to  be  operative  throughout  the  state  until 
August  1,  1917.,  This  local  option  law  provides  for  a vote  on  the 
liquor  question  in  each  village  and  city,  all  territory  outside  of 
incorporated  villages  and  cities  being  under  Prohibition  by  state 
law.  So  far  as  the  wet  and  dry  municipalities  of  the  state  are 
concerned,  conditions  have  not  changed  materially  since  1911.  On 
June  27,  1911,  local  option  elections  were  held  in  110  cities  and 
towns  in  the  state.  Salt  Lake  City  and  Ogden,  together  with 
21  other  incorporated  municipalities  voted  wet  while  87  towns 
and  cities  voted  dry.  The  vote  in  Salt  Lake  City  was  14,008  for 
saloons  and  9,328  against  saloons.  The  saloon  forces  won  out 
in  the  city  of  Ogden  by  a majority  of  1,652.  Taking  the  vote  in 
the  entire  state,  the  aggregate  dry  majority  was  7,000. 

As  a result  of  the  elections  of  1911,  101  saloons  were  swept 
out  of  existence  leaving  only  235  saloons  operating  in  the  state. 
Of  this  number  141  were  in  Salt  Lake  City,  32  in  Ogden  and  the 
remaining  62  were  scattered  throughout  the  state. 

In  the  elections  of  1913  very  few  changes  were  made  as  a 
result  of  the  election,,  except  that  in  a number  of  cases  dry 
majorities  were  increased  and  a few  more  municipalities  voted 
for  Prohibition. 

In  the  elections  held  in  June,  1915,  the  Prohibition  forces 
increased  thfeir  majorities  materially  throughout  the  state.  The 
Prohibition  majority  for  instance  in  the  city  of  Provo  was 
increased  from  230  to  650.  In  the  city  of  Logan  it  was  increased 
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from  500  to  1,200.  The  strong  license  cities  and  towns  of  the 
state  did  not  vote  in  the  June  elections. 

The  Legislature  of  1915  enacted  a strong  Prohibition  bill. 
In  the  House  of  Representatives  there  were  only  five  votes 
against  the  measure  and  only  two  adverse  votes  were  registered 
in  the  Senate.  The  sentiment  for  the  bill  was  so  strong  that  the 
Legislature  could  easily  have  passed  the  bill  over  the  veto  of 
the  Governor.  Realizing  this  fact,  the  Governor  held  the  bill 
until  after  the  Legislature  had  adjourned  and  then  attached  his 
veto  to  the  measure. 

In  1909  the  Legislature  passed  a state-wide  Prohibition 
measure  at  the  request  of  the  voters  of  the  state,  85  per  cent 
of  whom  had  petitioned  the  Legislature  for  a state-wide  Prohi- 
bition law.  Governor  Fry,  however,  vetoed  the  bill. 

In  1911  a local  option  law  was  adopted  by  the  Legislature 
and  signed  by  the  Governor.  This  seemed  to  be  a step  in  advance 
for  the  Prohibition  forces  but  in  reality  it  left  conditions  worse 
than  they  were  before  this  law  was  enacted.  Previous  to  the 
enactment  of  that  law  the  state  had  what  was  equivalent  to  a 
county  option  measure,  under  the  police  powers  of  the  state, 
wdiich  enabled  counties  to  go  dry  as  units  and  to  enforce  Prohi- 
bition upon  all  minor  civil  subdivisions  within  the  county  limits. 
The  enactment  of  the  state  local  option  law  took  away  the  right 
of  enforcement  in  the  respective  units  from  the  county  by  pro- 
viding for  the  township  as  a voting  unit.  As  a result  of  the 
operation  of  this  township  local  option  law,  however,  90  per  cent 
of  the  territory  of  the  state  of  Utah  was  voted  dry. 

By  taking  away  from  the  county,  however,  the  power  to 
enforce  this  law,  liquor  sales  in  w~et  centers  were*  enormously 
increased,  and  since  there  were  no  restrictions  as  to  shipments 
into  dry  territory  a few  liquor  centers  proceeded  to  do  a flourish- 
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ing  business  in  supplying  the  surrounding  territory  with  liquor 
shipments.  More  than  34  of  the  members  elected  to  the  Legis- 
lature of  1915  were  pledged  to  submit  the  question  of  state-wide 
Prohibition  to  a vote  of  the  people  of  the  state.  Before  the 
measure  was  finally  enacted,  the  referendum  feature  was  stricken 
from  it  and  the  statute  was  passed  and  would  have  been  adopted 
but  for  the  double  dealing  of  Governor  Spry,  an  elder  of  the 
Mormon  Church,  who  led  the  people  to  believe  that  he  was 
in  favor  of  Prohibition,  but  who  in  all  his  efforts,  played  into 
the  hands  of  the  liquor  forces. 


VERMONT 

Area,  9,124  sq.  miles.  Area  under  no-license,  8,690  sq.  miles 

Population  (1910),  355,956.  Population  under  no-license,  273,800 

Population  (estimated,  1915)  362,452 

Urban  population,  168,943.  Rural  population,  187,013 

Per  cent  urban  population,  47.5.  Per  cent  rural  population,  52.5 

Density  of  population  per  square  mile  39 

Foreign-born  population,  49,921.  Per  cent  foreign-born,  14.0 

Native  whites  of  foreign  or  mixed  parentage,  75,055.  Per  cent,  21.1 
Negro  population,  1,621.  Per  cent,  0.5 

Illiterate  persons  10  years  of  age  and  over,  10,806.  Per  cent,  3,7 
Illiterate  males  of  voting  age,  6,039.  Per  cent,  5.3 

Total  number  of  families,  85,178.  Number  persons  to  a family,  4.2 
Families  owning  homes,  49,489.  Per  cent,  58.1 

Families  renting  homes,  35,689.  Per  cent,  41.9 

Children  of  school  age,  78,294.  Number  pupils  enrolled,  66,615 

Persons  aged  15  to  20  years  attending  school,  13,503.  Per  cent,  36.2 
Number  church  communicants,  147,223.  Per  cent  of  population,  41.3 
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Average  number  of  wage  earners  employed 32,704 

Number  paupers  in  almshouses  per  100,000  population 107.6 

Number  insane  in  hospitals  per  100,000  population 278.1 

Number  blind  in  asylums  per  100,000  population 84.6 

Number  state  prisoners  per  100,000  population 111.0 

Number  persons  holding  federal  retail  liquor  tax  receipts  (in- 
cluding drug  stores  and  all  other  places  retailing  liquors).  .202 

Number  druggists  183 

Number  breweries  (1916),  None.  Number  distilleries  (1916),  None 

Fermented  liquors  produced  in  1916  (barrels)  None 

Distilled  spirits  produced  in  1916  (gallons) None 

Distilled  spirits  rectified  in  1916  (gallons) None 

Bushels  grain  used  in  distilling,  1916 None 

Gallons  of  other  materials  used  in  distilling,  1916 None 

Number  dry  counties,  7.  Population  dry  counties,  145,030 

Number  dry  cities  of  100,000  population  or  more,  None.  Pop.,  None 
Number  dry  cities  of  25,000  population  or  more,  but  less 

than  100,000,  None.  Population  None 

Number  dry  cities  of  10,000  population  or  more,  but  less 

than  25,000,  None.  Population  None 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  5,000  population  or  more,  but 

less  than  10,000,  4.  Population  29,702 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  1,000  population  or  more,  but 

less  than  5,000,  28.  Population 75,866 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  less  than  1,000  population 22 

Population  10,389 


Area  under  no-license,  8,690  sq.  miles.  95.3  per  cent. 
Area  under  license,  434  sq.  miles.  4.7  per  cent. 
Population  under  no-license,  273,800.  79.5  per  cent. 

Population  under  license,  82,156.  20.5  per  cent. 


Vermont  is  under  township  local  option,  the  vote  on  the 
license  question  being  taken  in  each  of  the  246  towns  of  the  state 
at  the  annual  town  meeting  the  first  Tuesday  in  March. 

For  fifty  years  previous  to  May  1,  1903,  under  state-wide 
Prohibition  Vermont  had  no  licensed  liquor  saloons. 

By  a referendum  vote  taken  February  3,  1903,  the  state  pro- 
hibitory law  was  repealed,  and  a local  option,  high  license  law 
was  adopted,  the  majority  for  the  local  option  law  being  1,041. 

At  the  first  elections  under  the  new  law  92  towns  voted  for 
license,  the  total  majority  for  license  being  5,360.  The  number 
of  towns  voting  for  license  has  been  gradually  decreasing  until 
in  1914  and  1915  there  were  only  20  license  towns.  Several  of  these 
were  small  towns  in  which  no  license  was  taken  out.  In  1914 
there  were  17  towns  having  saloons,  and  in  1915  only  14. 

In  1916,  22  towns  voted  for  license,  17  having  saloons.  But 
the  total  majority  in  the  state  against  license  was  10,932,  the 
largest  majority  given  in  any  year  under  the  present  law. 

Seven  of  the  14  counties  of  the  state  have  no  saloons. 
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The  Legislature  of  1915  passed  a strong  state-wide  prohib- 
itory law,  referring  the  same  to  the  vote  of  the  people.  This 
vote  was  taken  on  March  7,  1916,  with  the  result  that  state-wide 
Prohibition  was  rejected  by  a large  majority. 

WET  AND  DRY  MAP  OF  VERMONT,  JANUARY  1,  1917 
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Names  and  Pop 

ulation  of  All 

No-License  Counties 

Caledonia. . 

. 26,031 

Orange 

18,703 

Windham 

26,932 

Grand  Isle. 

. 3,761 

Orleans 

23,337 

Windsor  .... 

33,681 

Lamoille. . . 

. 12,585 

Names  and 

Population 

of  All  No-License  < 

Cities  of  5,000  Popula- 

tion  But  Less  Than  10,000 

Montpelier 

...7,856 

Rockingham  . 

..6,207 

St.  Johnsbury 

8,098 

Brattleboro 

...7,541 

Names  and 

Population 

of  All  No-Li 

cense 

Municipalities  of 

1,000 

Population  But  Less  Thar 

i 5,000 

Barton  .... 

. . .3,346 

Ludlow  

.1,621 

Poultney  . . . . 

.3,644 

Bellows  Falls.  4,883 

Lyndon  

.3,204 

Proctor  

.2,871 

Brandon  . . . 

. . .2,712 

Lyndonville  . 

.1,573 

Randolph  .... 

.3,191 

Bristol  .... 

. . .1,180 

Middlebury  .. 

.2,848 

Richford  .... 

.2,907 

Derby  

. . .3,639 

Morristown  .. 

.2,652 

Springfield  . . 

.4,784 

Enosb’rg  Falls. 1,153 

Morrisville  . . 

.1,445 

Waterbury  . . 

.3,273 

Essex  

. . .2,714 

Newport  

.3,684 

West  Derby  . 

.1,109 

Essex  June 

. . .1,245 

Northeld  . . . . 

.3,226 

Woodstock  . . 

.2,545 

Hardwick  . 

. . .3,201 

Orleans  

.1,131 

Windsor  

.1,906 

Hartford  . . 

. . .4,179 

Names  and 

Population 

i of  All  No-License 

Municipalities  of 

Less 

Than  1,000  Population 

Cabot  

. . . 227 

Johnson  

. . 651 

Plainfield  . . . , 

. . 388 

Cambridge 

....  595 

Lyndon  Center  259 

Readsboro  ... 

. . 835 

Chester  . . . . 

...  666 

Manchester  . 

. . 478 

Richmond  . . . 

. . 828 

Concord  . . . 

...  339 

Milton  

. . 634 

South  Ryegate  373 

Derby 

...  316 

Newbury 

. . 412 

Stowe  

. . 566 

Hinesburg 

....  242 

Newfane  . . . 

. . 136 

Wells  River  . 

, . 608 

Hyde  Park 

....  423 

North  Troy  . 

. . 771 

Wilmington  . , 

. . 430 

Jacksonville 

..  212 

VIRGINIA 

Area,  40,262  sq.  miles.  Area  under  no-license,  40,262  sq.  miles 
Population  (1910),  2,061,612.  Population  under  no-license,  2,061,612 

Population  (estimated,  1915)  2,171,014 

Urban  population,  476,529.  Rural  population,  1,585,083. 

Per  cent  urban  population,  23.1.  Per  cent  rural  population,  76.9 

Density  of  population  per  square  mile 51.2 

Foreign-born  population,  27,057.  Per  cent  foreign-born,  1.3 

Native  whites  of  foreign  or  mixed  parentage,  37,943.  Per  cent,  1.8 
Negro  population,  671,096.  Per  cent,  32.6 

Illiterate  persons  10  yea.rs  of  age  and  over,  232,911.  Per  cent,  15.2 

Illiterate  males  of  voting  age,  92,917.  Per  cent,  17.7 

Total  number  of  families,  419,452.  Number  persons  to  a family,  4.9 
Families  owning  homes,  211,322.  Per  cent,  50.3 

Families  renting  homes,  208,130.  Per  cent,  49.7 

Children  of  school  age,  651,469.  Number  pupils  enrolled,  402,109 
Persons  aged  15  to  20  years  attending  school,  91,492.  Per  cent,  35.6 
Number  church  communicants,  793,546.  Per  cent  of  population,  38.5 


Average  number  of  wage  earners  employed 102,820 

Number  paupers  in  almshouses  per  100,000  population 81.9 
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Number  insane  in  hospitals  per  100,000  population 176.3 

Number  blind  in  asylums  per  100,000  population 80.0 

Number  state  prisoners  per  100,000  population 157.1 

Number  persons  holding  federal  retail  liquor  tax  receipts  (in- 
cluding drug  stores  and  all  other  places  retailing  liquors)  .1,656 

Number  druggists  608 

Number  breweries  (1916),  6.  Number  distilleries  (1916),  35 

Fermented  liquors  produced  in  1916  (barrels) 153,806 

Distilled  spirits  produced  in  1916  (gallons) 547,559.5 

Distilled  spirits  rectified  in  1916  (gallons) 1,893,996.4 

Bushels  grain  used  in  distilling,  1916 117,881 

Gallons  of  other  materials  used  in  distilling,  1916 None 

Number  dry  counties,  100.  Population  dry  counties,  2,061,612 

Number  dry  cities  of  100,000  population  or  more,  1.  Pop.,  127,628 

Number  dry  cities  of  25,000  population  or  more,  but  less 

than  100,000,  4.  Population  165,010 

Number  dry  cities  of  10,000  population  or  more,  but  less 

than  25,000,  5.  Population  89,285 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  5,000  population  or  more,  but 

less  than  10,000,  7.  Population  43,011 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  1,000  population  or  more,  but 

less  than  5,000,  55.  Population  ....114,154 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  less  than  1,000  population 119 

Population  50,415 

Area  under  no-license,  40,262  sq.  miles.  100  per  cent. 

Area  under  license,  None. 

Population  under  no-license,  2,061,612.  100  per  cent. 

Population  under  license,  None. 

Virginia  has  adopted  statutory  Prohibition,  the  enabling  act 
having  been  passed  by  the  Legislature  of  1914.  This  enabling 
act  submitted  the  question  to  a vote  of  the  people,  which  vote 
was  taken  September  22,  1914.  The  majority  in  favor  of  Prohi- 
bition at  that  election  was  30,365,  there  having  been  94,251  votes 
cast  in  favor  of  Prohibition  and  63,886  votes  cast  against  Prohibi- 
tion. The  Legislature  of  1916  passed  a most  stringent  law  pro- 
viding for  the  full  enforcement  of  Prohibition  when  it  went  into 
effect  November  1,  1916.  Prior  to  the  adoption  of  state-wide 
Prohibition  in  Virginia  the  state  was  under  local  option. 

In  1886  a local  option  law  was  passed  by  the  Virginia  Legis- 
lature giving  to  magisterial  districts,  counties,  towns  and  cities 
the  right  to  call  elections  on  the  liquor  question.  In  1904  the 
Mann  law  was  adopted,  strengthening  very  materially  the  liquor 
laws  which  had  been  in  operation  a long  time.  The  principal 
effect  of  the  Mann  law  was  to  close  salpons  in  the  rural  districts. 
In  1908  the  Byrd-Mann  law  was  enacted  by  the  General  Assembly, 
which  strengthened  the  Mann  law  and  closed  hundreds  of  small, 
isolated  distilleries  in  various  parts  of  the  state.  This  law  also 
introduced  very  strong  enforcement  features  into  the  Virginia 
statutes.  In  1910  the  chief  issue  of  the  temperance  forces  was 
that  of  state-wide  Prohibition.  The  bill  for  an  election  on  state- 
wide Prohibition  failed  in  the  Legislature  of  1910;  was  passed 
by  the  House  and  defeated  by  the  Senate  in  1912,  but  was  passed 
by  the  House  by  an  overwhelming  vote  in  1914  and  in  the  Senate 
by  the  casting  of  the  deciding  vote,  on  a tie,  by  the  president 
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of  that  body.  The  state- wide  election  was  called  in  June,  1914, 
and  held  September  22  of  the  same  year.  Prohibition  prevailed 
in  71  of  the  100  counties,  in  16  of  the  20  cities  and  in  nearly  every 
incorporated  town  in  the  commonwealth. 

While  creating  sentiment  and  working  toward  state-wide 
Prohibition  in  Virginia,  the  Anti- Saloon  League,  in  Legislature 
after  Legislature,  has  procured  helpful  and  effective  enforcement 
laws,  some  of  them  with  special  reference  to  making  state-wide 
Prohibition  effective  when  it  should  be  obtained.  When  the 
election  took  place  on  September  22,  1914,  the  liquor  licenses  in 
the  state  numbered  only  914  as  against  over  3,000  when  the 
Anti-Saloon  League  was  organized  in  1901. 

The  law  adopted  by  the  Legislature  of  1916  was  passed  in 
both  the  House  and  Senate  by  overwhelming  majorities.  It  is 
one  of  the  most  stringent  Prohibition  laws  that  has  been  enacted 
by  any  Legislature.  The  state  Legislature,  moreover,  elected 
Rev.  J.  Sidney  Peters,  field  secretary  of  the  Anti- Saloon  League 
of  Virginia,  as  the  State  Commissioner  of  Prohibition  to  look 
after  the  enforcement  of  the  law  throughout  the  state. 
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Area,  66,836  sq.  miles.  Area  under  no-license,  66,836  sq.  miles 
Population  (1910),  1,141,990.  Population  under  no-license,  1,141,990 

Population  (estimated,  1915) 1,471,043 

Urban  population,  605,530.  Rural  population,  536,460 

Per  cent  urban  population,  53.0.  Per  cent  rural  population,  47.0 

Density  of  population  per  square  mile 17.1 

Foreign-born  population,  256,241.  Per  cent  foreign-born,  22.4 

Native  whites  of  foreign  or  mixed  parentage,  282,528.  Per  cent,  24.7 
Negro  population,  6,058.  Per  cent,  0.5 

Illiterate  persons  10  years  of  age  and  over,  18,416.  Per  cent,  2.0 

Illiterate  males  of  voting  age,  10,580.  Per  cent,  2.4 

Total  number  of  families,  254,  692.  Number  persons  to  a family,  4.5 
Families  owning  homes,  140,367.  Per  cent,  55.1 

Families  renting  homes,  114,325.  Percent,  44.9 

Children  of  school  age,  258,088.  Number  pupils  enrolled,  215,688 
Persons  aged  15  to  20  years  attending  school,  48,040.  Per  cent,  39.5 
Number  church  communicants,  191,976.  Per  cent  of  population,  16.7 

Average  number  of  wage  earners  employed 67,205 

Number  paupers  in  almshouses  per  100,000  population 49.4 

Number  insane  in  hospitals  per  100,000  population 174.0 

Number  blind  in  asylums  per  100,000  population 38.4 

Number  state  prisoners  per  100,000  population 144.7 

Number  persons  holding  federal  retail  liquor  tax  receipts  (in- 
cluding drug  stores  and  all  other,  places  retailing  liquors)  .2,037 

Number  druggists  643 

Number  breweries  (1916),  23.  Number  distilleries  (1916),  1 

Fermented  liquors  produced  in  1916  (barrels) 468,073 

Distilled  spirits  produced  in  1916  (gallons) 392.1 

Distilled  spirits  rectified  in  1916  (gallons) 174,023.0 

Bushels  grain  used  in  distilling,  1916 

Gallons  of  other  materials  used  in  distilling,  1916 

Number  dry  counties,  39.  Population  dry  counties,  1,141,990 

Number  dry  cities  of  100,000  population  or  more,  2.  Pop.,  341,596 

Number  dry  cities  of  25,000  population  or  more,  but  less 

than  100,000,  1.  Population  83,743 

Number  dry  cities  of  10,000  population  or  more,  but  less 

than  25,000,  5.  Population  96,218 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  5,000  population  or  more,  but 

less  than  10,000,  4.  Population  31,778 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  1,000  population  or  more,  but 

less  than  5,000,  57.  Population 115,389 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  less  than  1,000  population 108 

Population  55,388 

Area  under  no-license,  66,836  sq.  miles.  100  per  cent. 

Area  under  license,  None. 

Population  under  no-license,  1,141,990.  100  per  cent. 

Population  under  license,  None. 

Washington  is  under  statutory  Prohibition.  The  law  was 
adopted  by  the  vote  of  the  people  under  the  initiative,  at  the 
general  election  November  3,  1914,  and  went  into  effect  January 
1,  1916.  The  law  was  adopted  by  a majority  of  18,632,  the  number 
of  votes  cast  for  the  measure  being  189,840,  while  the  number 
of  votes  cast  against  the  measure  was  171,208.  When  this  law 
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went  into  effect  it  closed  1,100  saloons,  24  breweries  and  one 
distillery. 

The  total  vote  cast  at  the  election  in  1914  was  larger  by 
42,000  than  any  other  vote  ever  cast  in  the  state.  Of  the  39 
counties  in  the  state,  33  gave  majorities  in  favor  of  Prohibition. 
The  only  counties  voting  against  Prohibition  were  Garfield, 
Mason,  King,  Pierce,  Thurston  and  Jefferson. 

In  1916  a desperate  attack  was  made  on  the  Prohibition  law 
in  the  form  of  two  measures  initiated  and  promoted  by  the  liquor 
interests,  which  measures  were  known  as  Initiative  Measure  No. 
18  (the  hotel  or  general  liquor  bill),  and  Initiative  Measure  No. 
24  (the  brewery  or  beer  bill).  Both  of  these  measures  were  de- 
feated by  the  voters  at  the  November  election,  the  vote  on 
Initiative  Measure  No.  24  being  98,843  for  and  245,399  against, 
making  a majority  against  the  measure  of  146,556.  The  vote  on 
Initiative  Measure  No.  18  was  48,354  for  and  263,390  against,  the 
majority  against  the  measure  being  215,036. 

The  Legislature  of  1917  passed  a “bone-dry”  law  which  pro- 
hibits importation,  receipt,  possession,  sale  or  manufacture  of 
liquor  other  than  alcohol,  except  by  clergymen  for  sacramental 
purposes.  Alcohol,  moreover,  can  be  purchased  only  on  a permit 
from  the  County  Auditor  following  a hearing  attended,  by  the 
Prosecuting  Attorney. 
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Prior  to  the  adoption  of  Prohibition,  Washington  was  under 
local  option,  the  law  providing  for  a vote  on  the  liquor  question 
in  towns,  cities  and  the  unincorporated  portion  of  counties.  This 
law  was  enacted  by  the  Legislature  in  1909.  As  a result  of  its 
operations  during  the  five  years  following  its  enactment,  220  elec- 
tions were  held;  140  of  these  elections  resulted  in  dry  victories, 
80  resulted  in  wet  victories.  Five  hundred  seventy-two  saloons 
were  abolished  and  87  per  cent  of  the  area  of  the  state  was  made 
dry  before  Prohibition  was  adopted. 
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Area,  24,022  sq.  miles.  Area  under  no-license,  24,022-  sq.  miles 

Population  (1910),  1,221,119.  Population  under  no-license,  1,221,119 

Population  (estimated,  1915)  1,359,474 

Urban  population,  228,242.  Rural  population,  992,877 

Per  cent  urban  population,  18.7.  Per  cent  rural  population,  81.3 

Density  of  population  per  square  mile 50.8 

Foreign-born  population,  57,218.  Per  cent  foreign-born,  4.7 

Native  whites  of  foreign  or  mixed  parentage,  57,638.  Per  cent,  4.7 

Negro  population,  64,173.  Percent,  5.3 

Illiterate  persons  10  years  of  age  and  over,  42,511.  Per  cent,  8.3 

Illiterate  males  of  voting  age,  35,040.  Per  cent,  10.4 

Total  number  of  families,  248,480.  Number  persons  to  a family,  4.9 
Families  owning  homes,  120,583.  Per  cent,  44.1 

Families  renting  homes,  127,897.  Per  cent,  55.9 

Children  of  school  age,  353,899.  Number  of  pupils  enrolled,  276,458 
Persons  aged  15  to  20  years  attending  school,  55,895.  Per  cent,  37.4 
Number  church  communicants,  301,565.  Per  cent  of  population,  24.7 

Average  number  of  wage  earners  employed 71,078 

Number  paupers  in  almshouses  per  100,000  population 66.2 

Number  insane  in  hospitals  per  100,000  population 141.0 

Number  blind  in  asylums  per  100,000  population 65.3 

Number  state  prisoners  per  100,000  population 120.8 

Number  persons  holding  federal  retail  liquor  tax  receipts  (in- 
cluding drug  stores  and  all  other  places  retailing  liquors).  .390 

Number  druggists  323 

Number  breweries ^(1916),  None.  Number  distilleries  (1916),  None 

Fermented  liquors  produced  in  1916  (barrels) None 

Distilled  spirits  produced  in  1916  (gallons) None 

Distilled  spirits  rectified  in  1916  (gallons) None 

Bushels  grain  used  in  distilling,  1916 None 

Gallons  of  other  materials  used  in  distilling,  1916 None 

Number  dry  counties,  55.  Population  dry  counties,  1,221,119 

Number  dry  cities  of  100,000  population  or  more,  None.  Pop.,  None 
Number  dry  cities  of  25,000  population  or  more,  but  less 

than  100,000,  2.  Population  72,802 

Number  dry  cities  of  10,000  population  or  more,  but  less 

than  25,000,  4.  Population  62,724 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  5,000  population  or  more,  but 

less  than  10,000,  6.  Population  49,803 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  1,000  population  or  more,  but 

less  than  5,000,  59.  Population  ,114,541 
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Number  dry  municipalities  of  less  than  1,000  population 138 

Population  60,770 

Area  under  no-license,  24,022  sq.  miles.  100  per  cent. 

Area  under  license,  None. 

Population  under  no-license,  1,221,119.  100  per  cent. 

Population  under  license.  None. 

West  Virginia  is  under  constitutional  Prohibition.  The 
amendment  was  adopted  by  the  vote  of  the  people  in  November, 
1912,  and  became  effective  July  1,  1914.  The  Legislature  of  1913 
enacted  a most  stringent  enforcement  measure  providing  for  a 
State  Commissioner  of  Prohibition  and  other  features  which 
make  it  practically  as  easy  to  enforce  the  prohibitory  law  as 
other  laws  on  the  statute  books. 

As  a matter  of  fact,  during  the  two  years  and  a half  Prohibi- 
tion has  been  in  operation  in  West  Virginia  the  law  has  been  well 
enforced  throughout  the  state. 

The  Legislature  of  1915  passed  some  additional  law  enforce- 
ment measures.  The  law  prohibits  any  person  from  keeping  or 
having  for  personal  use  or  otherwise,  to  use  or  permit  another 
to  have,  keep,  or  use,  intoxicating  liquors  at  any  restaurant, 
store,  office  building,  club,  place  where  soft  drinks  are  sold 
(except  a drug  store  may  have  and  sell  alcohol  and  wines  as 
provided  by  law),  fruit  stand,  news  stand,  room  or  place  where 
bowling  alleys,  billiards  or  pool  tables  are  maintained,  livery 
stable,  boat  house,  public  building,  park,  road,  street  or  alley. 

Every  Justice  of  the  Peace  in  a county  has  full  and  final  con- 
current jurisdiction  with  the  Criminal  Court  of  the  county  to  try 
persons  accused  of  violating  the  liquor  law  when  the  accused  is 
charged  with  a first  offense.  A second  offense  is  triable  by  the 
Criminal  Courts  and  is  punishable  only  with  imprisonment  in 
the  penitentiary. 

Every  Mayor,  patrolman,  or  other  police  officer.  Sheriff,  Dep- 
uty Sheriff  and  Constable  in  the  state  of  West  Virginia  is  charged 
with  the  enforcement  of  the  Prohibition  law  and  his  failure  to  do 
his  duty  in  this  particular  constitutes  a good  and  sufficient  reason 
for  his  removal. 

Prior  to  the  adoption  of  Prohibition  West  Virginia  was  under 
local  option,  the  law  providing  for  a vote  on  the  liquor  question 
in  each  county. 

Under  this  law,  37  of  the  55  counties  had  voted  dry  and 
almost  900,000  of  the  population  were  living  in  territory  which 
had  abolished  the  saloon  before  Prohibition  became  effective. 

The  1917  Legislature  passed  a law  which  prohibits  the  carry- 
ing of  liquor  into  the  state  by  common  carriers,  thus  completely 
barring  liquor  shipments.  Liquor  carried  into  the  state,  or  from 
one  point  to  another  point  within  the  state  for  personal  use,  is 
limited  to  one  quart  within  30  consecutive  days. 
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Area,  55,256  sq.  miles.  Area  under  no-license,  29,000  sq.  miles 
Population  (1910),  2,333,860.  Population  under  no-license,  586,144 

Population  (estimated,  1915)  2,473,533 

Urban  population  1,004,320.  Rural  population  1,329,540 

Per  cent  urban  population,  43.0.  Per  cent  rural  population,  57.0 

Density  of  population  per  square  mile  42.2 

Foreign-born  population,  512,865.  Per  cent  foreign-born,  22.0 

Native  whites  of  foreign  or  mixed  parentage,  1,044,761.  Per  cent,  44.7 
Negro  population,  2,900.  Per  cent,  0.1 

Illiterate  persons  10  years  of  age  and  over,  57,769.  Per  cent,  3.2 

Illiterate  males  of  voting  age,  27,038.  Percent,  4.0 

Total  number  of  families,  499,629.  Number  persons  to  a family,  4.7 
Families  owning  homes,  316,578.  Percent,  63.3 

Families  renting  homes,  183,051.  Per  cent,  36.7 

Children  of  school  age,  693,156.  Number  pupils  enrolled,  464,311 
Persons  aged  15  to  20  years  attending  school,  85,536.  Per  cent,  29.6 
No.  church  communicants,  1,000,903.  Per  cent  of  population,  42.8 

Average  number  of  wage  earners  employed 194,310 

Number  paupers  in  almshouses  per  100,000  population 76.1 

Number  insane  in  hospitals  per  100,000  population 282.2 

Number  blind  in  asylums  per  100,000  population 56.6 

Number  state  prisoriers  per  100,000  population 71.8 

Number  persons  holding  federal  retail  liquor  tax  receipts  (in- 
cluding drug  stores  and  all  other  places  retailing  liquors). 11, 125 

Number  druggists  956 

Number  breweries  (1916),  135.  Number  distilleries  (1916),  5 

Fermented  liquors  produced  in  1916  (barrels) 4,525,027 

Distilled  spirits  produced  in  1916  (gallons) 2,428,480.0 

Distilled  spirits  rectified  in  1916  (gallons) 2,274,352.3 

Bushels  grain  used  in  distilling,  1916 559,667 

Gallons  of  other  materials  used  in  distilling,  1916 None 

Number  dry  counties,  1.  Population  dry  counties,  9,026 

Number  dry  cities  of  100,000  population  or  more,  None.  Pop.,  None 
Number  dry  cities  of  25,000  population  or  more,  but  less 

than  100,000,  1.  Population  40,834 

Number  dry  cities  of  10,000  population  or  more,  but  less 

than  25,000,  None.  Population  None 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  5,000  population  or  more,  but 

less  than  10,000,  1.  Population  5,036 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  1,000  population  or  more  but 

less  than  5,000,  24.  Population  52,734 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  less  than  1,000  population 90 

Population  41,240 

Area  under  no-license,  29,000  sq.  miles.  52.5  per  cent. 

Area  under  license,  26,256  sq.  miles.  47.5  per  cent. 


Population  under  no-license,  586,144.  25.1  per  cent. 


Population  under  license,  1,747,716.  74.9. 
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Wisconsin  is  under  local  option.  The  law  provides  for  a 
vote  on  the  liquor  question  in  towns,  villages  and  cities.  There 
is  also  a residence  district  law  on  the  statute  books.  More  than 
half  of  the  territory  of  the  state  is  dry  under  the  provisions  of 
the  local  option  laws. 

The  city  of  Milwaukee  has  over  2,000  saloons,  a larger  num- 
ber in  proportion  to  the  population  than  are  to  be  found  in 
any  other  large  city  in  the  United  States. 

For  several  years  the  number  of  no-license  victories  in  the 
towns  and  villages  has  been  constantly  increasing.  In  the  spring 
elections  of  1914,  33  incorporated  cities  and  villages  previously 
wet  voted  dry  and  only  one  dry  village  voted  wet,  thus  making  a 
net  gain  of  32  dry  cities  and  villages  in  the  state. 

In  the  spring  elections  of  1915,  35  cities  and  villages  went 
dry  for  the  first  time  while  only  three  small  villages  changed 
from  no-license  to  license.  It  is  estimated  that  during  1914  and 
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1915  the  saloon  was  voted  out  of  territory  inhabited  by  60,000 
people  and  as  a result  400  saloons  were  compelled  to  close. 

Thirty-one  incorporated  cities  and  villages,  including  Su- 
perior, the  second  city  in  the  state,  voted  out  the  saloon  in  1916. 
Four  of  the  normal  school  cities  of  the  state — Superior,  River 
Falls,  Menomonie  and  Platteville  — voted  out  the  saloon.  In 
these  four  cities  2,200  young  people  were  attending  school.  A 
net  gain  of  85,000  people  in  dry  territory  was  made  at  the  spring 
elections  in  1916,  and  400  saloons  closed  their  doors  in  July  of 
that  year. 

A determined  effort  was  made  by  the  liquor  interests  to 
induce  the  Legislature  of  1913  to  so  amend  the  Baker  law  as  to 
destroy  its  effectiveness.  The  effort  failed.  The  Baker  law 
provides  that  saloon  licenses  be  granted  on  a ratio  of  one  for 
every  250  people  or  fraction  thereof,  though  where  there  was  a 
larger  number  than  this  doing  business  when  the  law  went  into 
effect  in  1907  they  might  continue  provided  they  remained  in 
the  same  location.  The  law  was  ignored  in  many  places,  and 
many  new  licenses  given  in  excess  of  one  for  every  250  people. 
The  Anti- Saloon  League  carried  a case  to  the  state  Supreme 
Court.  The  court  decided  these  places  were  illegal.  The  liquor  in- 
terests then  made  a great  effort  to  induce  the  Legislature  to  so 
amend  the  law  as  to  legalize  all  saloons  doing  business  up  to 
that  time.  This  effort  failed.  The  enforcement  of  the  law  has 
closed  over  200  saloons  in  Milwaukee,  and  many  more  in  other 
parts  of  the  state. 

The  Legislature  of  1915  changed  the  limit  on  the  number  of 
saloons  in  a given  'community.  Previous  to  this  action  saloons 
were  permitted  on  a ratio  of  one  for  every  250  people.  The 
change  in  the  Baker  law  has  raised  this  to  one  for  every  500 
people. 


Names  and  Population  of  All  No-License  Counties 

Burnett  9,026 

Names  and  Population  of  All  No-License  Cities  of  25,000  Popula- 
tion or  More  But  Less  Than  100,000 

Superior  40,834 

Names  and  Population  of  All  No-License  Cities  of  5,000  Popula- 
tion But  Less  Than  10,000 

Menomonie  5,036 


Names  and  Population  of  All  No-License  Municipalities  of  1,000 
Population  But  Less  Than  5,000 


Augusta  . . . . 

.1,405 

Fennimore  ....1,159 

Platteville  . 

. .4,452 

Barron  

...1,449 

Hudson 2,810 

Richl’nd  Cent’r  2,652 

Black  River 

Lancaster  ....  2,329 

River  Falls  . 

..1,991 

Falls  

..1,917 

Lodi  1,044 

Sparta  

. .3,973 

Brodhead  . . . 

..1,517 

Mount  Horeb  1,048 

Stoughton  . . 

..4,761 

Crandon  . . . . 

..1,833 

N.  Richmond..  1,048 

Viroqua  . . . . 

. .2,059 

Cumberland  . 

, .1,445 

Omro  1,285 

Washburn  . . 

...3,830 

Dodgeville  . . 

..1,791 

Onalaska  1,146 

Waupaca  . . , 

. ..2,789 

Evansville  . . 

..2,061 
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Names  and  Population  of  All  No- License  Municipalities  of  Less 
Than  1,000  Population 


Albany  

. 669 

Eastman 

233 

Oregon  

712 

Almond 

487 

Eleva  

319 

Orfordville  .... 

449 

Amery  

659 

Elk  Mound 

302 

Osseo 

548 

Arnborg  

Fairchild  

678 

Packwaukee  . . 

Argyle  

603 

Fall  River 

360 

Pardeeville  

987 

Balsam  Lake.. 

. 279 

Frederick  

511 

Plainfield 

723 

Bancroft  

Galesville  

973 

Plover  

Barneveld  

. 317 

Gays  Mills 

557 

Poynette 

656 

Bell  Center  . . . 

. 216 

Genoa  Junction 

709 

Prairie  Farm . . . 

368 

Black  Earth. . . 

. 479 

Grantsburg  .... 

721 

Prentice  

606 

Blair  

. 486 

Green  Lake .... 

.563 

Randolph  

Blanchardville. . 

, 643 

Hazel  Green. . . 

621 

Rewey  

329 

Boyceville 

Hollandale  .... 

265 

Rio 

704 

Bruce  

565 

Kendall 

477 

St.  Croix  Falls. 

569 

Cable  

Kingston  

Scandinavia  . . 

'355 

Cambria  

657 

Knapp  

413 

Sharon  

879 

Cambridge 

507 

LaFarge  

654 

Shell  Lake 

902 

Cameron  

562 

Laona  

Soldiers  Grove. 

Cedar  Grove... 

498 

Luck  

383 

Stockholm 

204 

Centuria  

301 

Marshall 

459 

Turtle  Lake. . .. 

442 

Chetek 

829 

Mazomanie  .... 

917 

Union  Grove 

616 

Clayton  

220 

Merrimac  

312 

Viola  

671 

Clear  Lake 

. 498 

Milton 

833 

Walworth 

755 

Colfax 

. 701 

Monfort  

558 

Wauzeka  

476 

Colonna  

New  Auburn. . . 

364 

Webster  

902 

Coon  Valley 

. 291 

North  Freedom 

647 

Westby  

Dallas  

342 

North  Hudson. 

. Whitehall 

703 

DeForest 

431 

Oakfield  

522 

Wild  Rose. .... 

551 

Deerfield 

533 

Ontario  

383 

Wyocena  

425 

Downing 

319 

Oostburg  

380 

WYOMING 


Area,  97,594  sq.  miles.  Area  under  no-license,  96,000  sq.  miles 
Population  (1910),  145,965.  Population  under  no-license,  50,000 

Population  (estimated,  1915)  174,148 

Urban  population,  43,221.  Rural  population,  102,744 

Per  cent  urban  population,  29.6.  Per  cent  rural  population,  70.4 

Density  of  population  per  square  mile 1.5 

Foreign-born  population,  29,020.  Per  cent  foreign-born,  19.9 

Native  whites  of  foreign  or  mixed  parentage,  32,504.  Per  cent,  22.2 
Negro  population,  2,235.  Percent,  1.5 

Illiterate  persons  10  years  of  age  and  over,  3,874.  Per  cent,  3.3 

Illiterate  males  of  voting  age,  2,594.  Per  cent,  4.1 

Total  number  of  families,  39,092.  Number  persons  to  a family,  4.5 
Families  owning  homes,  16,961.  Per  cent,  43.3 

Families  renting  homes,  15,131.  Per  cent,  56.7 

Children  of  school  age,  30,886.  Number  pupils  enrolled,  24,584 

Persons  aged  15  to  20  years  attending  school,  5,227.  Per  cent,  35.5 
Number  church  communicants,  23,945.  Per  cent  of  population,  16.4 
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Average  number  of  wage  earners  employed 2,989 

Number  paupers  in  almshouses  per  100,000  population 13.0 

Number  insane  in  hospitals  per  100,000  population 111.0 

Number  blind  in  asylums  per  100,000  population 32.9 

Number  state  prisoners  per  100,000  population 196.6 

Number  persons  holding  federal  retail  liquor  tax  receipts  (in- 
cluding drug  stores  and  all  other  places  retailing  liquors).  .646 

Number  druggists  85 

Number  breweries  (1916),  3.  Number  distilleries  (1916),  1 

Fermented  liquors  produced  in  1916  (barrels) 19,332 

Distilled  spirits  produced  in  1916  (gallons) ..103.7 

Distilled  spirits  rectified  in  1916  (gallons) None 

Bushels  grain  used  in  distilling,  1916 

Gallons  of  other  materials  used  in  distilling,  1916 

Number  dry  counties,  1.  Population  dry  counties,  (New  county) 
Number  dry  cities  of  100,000  population  or  more,  None.  Pop.,  None 


Number  dry  cities  of  25,000  population  or  more,  but  less 

than  100,000,  None.  Population, None 

Number  dry  cities  of  10,000  population  or  more,  but  less 

than  25,000,  None.  Population  None 


Number  dry  municipalities  of  5,000  population  or  more,  but 

less  than  10,000,  None.  Population  None 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  1,000  population  or  more,  but 

less  than  5,000,  None.  Population  None 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  less  than  1,000  population 6 

Population  1,025 

Area  under  no-license,  96,000  sq.  miles.  99.4  per  cent. 


Area  under  license,  1,594  sq.  miles.  0.6  per  cent. 


Population  under  no-license,  50,000.  34.3  per  cent. 

Population  under  license,  95,965.  65.7  per  cent. 


A Prohibition  constitutional  amendment  has  been  submitted 
to  a vote  of  the  people  at  the  general  election  in  1918.  If  the 
amendment  is  adopted  the  law  will  go  into  effect  January  1,  1920. 

The  resolution  submitting  the  constitutional  amendment  to 
popular  vote  was  passed  by  the  Legislature  of  1917  and  signed 
by  Governor  Kendrick  on  January  21,  1917. 

Wyoming  is  under  license  and  municipal  council  option  in 
the  incorporated  towns  and  villages  of  the  state,  while  unincor- 
porated sections  of  the  state  are  under  Prohibition. 

During  recent  years  a remarkable  change  has  taken  place 
in  Wyoming  conditions  so  far  as  moral  reform  is  concerned.  The 
newcomers  in  Wyoming  are  of  a sturdy  character  who  stand  for 
the  higher  ideals  of  citizenship,  and  as  a result  the  open  to  vn, 
with  the  desperado,  the  gambler,  the  roulette  wheel  operator, 
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the  prize  fight  promoter  and  the  advocate  of  licensed  vice  and 
saloon  domination,  are  all  rapidly  passing. 

No  saloon  is  permitted  to  exist  under  the  law  outside  of 
incorporated  towns  and  cities.  Twelve  of  the  incorporated  cities 
have  already  excluded  the  saloon  by  action  of  the  city  councils. 
The  Yellowstone  National  Park,  which  is  under  the  control  of 
the  United  States  Government,  is  also  dry,  intoxicating  liquor 
not  being  permitted  to  pass  its  portals.  The  large  Shoshone 
Indian  Reservation  is  entirely  dry. 

The  saloons  are  closed  on  Sunday  in  most  parts  of  the  state, 
and  by  a recent  decision  of  the  Supreme  Court,  the  club  saloon 
has  ceased  to  exist  by  legal  right. 

A “bone-dry”  statute  was  introduced  in  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives on  February  2,  1917.  If  adopted  it  would  put  statu- 
tory Prohibition  in  effect  on  January  1,  1918. 

Names  and  Population  of  All  No-License  Counties 

Goshen  New 


Names  and  Population  of  All  No-License  Municipalities  of  Less 
Than  1,000  Population 


Afton  

570 

Garland  

Powell  

Burns  .... 

Lovell  699 

Thayne  

Byron  

442 

Lyman  

Torrington  . 

. . 155 

Cowley  . . . 

574 

Mountainview  . 

Saratoga  . . . 

. . 557 

Dayton  

. ...  313 
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ALASKA,  HAWAII,  PORTO  RICO 

ALASKA 

Alaska  is  to  be  under  Prohibition  after  January  1,  1918,  at 
which  time  the  Prohibition  law  enacted  by  the  Sixty-Fourth 
Congress  goes  into  effect.  Under  the  provisions  enacted  by  the 
Territorial  Legislature  the  voters  of  Alaska  were  given  the  op- 
portunity to  express  their  sentiments  on  the  question  of  terri- 
torial Prohibition  in  the  November  election  of  1916,  at  which 
time  a large  majority  voted  for  Prohibition.  The  Prohibition 
law  was  passed  by  the  United  States  Senate  on  January  31, 
1917,  and  by  the  House  of  Representatives  on  February  2,  1917, 
the  same  being  approved  by  the  President  on  February  14,  1917. 


HAWAII 

Hawaii  is  under  license. 

The  first  law  against  retailing  ardent  spirits  in  the  Hawaiian 
Islands  was  enacted  in  1829.  In  1831  the  first  native  temperance 
society  was  organized  with  about  1,000  members.  In  1835  a 
formal  petition  was  presented  to  the  monarch  of  Hawaii  oppos- 
ing the  manufacture  and  sale  of  intoxicating  liquors.  The  first 
temperance  paper  in  the  Islands  was  published  in  1842,  and  the 
first  temperance  society  from  the  foreign  residents  of  Honolulu 
was  organized  in  1844.  In  1882  the  temperance  laws  of  the 
Islands  were  repealed.  In  1884  the  W.  C.  T.  U.  was  organized 
and  in  1901  the  Anti-Saloon  League  was  organized. 

At  the  present  time  there  is  pending  in  the  United  States 
Congress  a bill  providing  for  Prohibition  for  the  territory  of 
Hawaii  subject  to  a plebiscite  by  petition  of  a majority  of  the 
qualified  electors  of  the  territory. 


PORTO  RICO 

Porto  Rico  is  under  license.  The  Sixty-Fourth  Congress, 
however,  enacted  a law  providing  for  a vote  on  the  question  of 
the  Prohibition  of  the  sale  of  intoxicating  liquors  in  Porto  Rico. 
The  first  vote  will  be  taken  at  the  first  general  election  on  the 
island. 


UNITED  STATES  OF  AMERICA 

Area,  2,973,890  sq.  miles.  Area  under  no-license,  2,614,071  sq.  miles 
Pop.  (1910),  91,972,266.  Pop.  under  no-license,  55,956,698 

Population  (estimated,  1915)  100,399,318 

Urban  population,  42,623,383.  Rural  population,  49,348,883 

Per  cent  urban  population,  46.3.  Per  cent  rural  population,  53.7 

Density  of  population  per  square  mile  30.9 

Foreign-born  population,  13,515,886.  Per  cent  foreign-born,  14.7 
Native  whites  of  foreign  or  mixed  parentage,  18„897,837.  Per  ct  20.5 
Negro  population,  9,827,763.  Per  cent,  10.6 

Illiterate  persons  10  years  of  age  and  over,  5,516,163.  Per  cent,  7.7 
Illiterate  males  of  voting  age,  2,273,603.  Percent,  8.4 

Total  number  families,  20,255,555.  Number  persons  to  a family,  4.5 
Families  owning  homes,  9,083,711.  Per  cent,  44.8 
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Families  renting  homes,  11,171,844.  Per  cent,  55.2 

Children  of  school  age,  25,035,118.  No.  pupils  enrolled,  17,816,484 

Persons  aged  15  to  20  years  attending  school,  3,593,222.  Per  cent,  32.9 
No.  church  communicants,  32,936,445.  Per  cent  of  population,  35.8 

Average  number  of  wage  earners  employed 7,036,337 

Number  paupers  in  almshouses  per  100,000  population 91.5 

Number  insane  in  hospitals  per  100,000  population 204.2 

Number  blind  in  asylums  per  100,000  population 62.3 

Number  state  prisoners  per  100,000  population 121.2 

Number  persons  holding  federal  retail  liquor  tax  receipts  (in- 
cluding drug  stores  and  all  other  places  retailing  liquors). 197, 434 

Number  druggists  46,836 

Number  breweries  (1916),  1,313.  Number  distilleries  (1916),  605 

Fermented  liquors  produced  in  1916  (barrels) 58,633,624 

Distilled  spirits  produced  in  1916  (gallons) 253,283,273.4 

Distilled  liquors  withdrawn  for  consumption  (gallons) . 136,226,528 
Per  capita  consumption  of  fermented  liquors  in  the  United 

States  (1916)  (gallons)  17.59 

Per  capita  consumption  of  wine  in  the  United  States  (1916) 

(gallons)  46 

Per  capita  consumption  of  distilled  spirits  in  the  United 

States  (1916)  (gallons)  1.35 

Per  capita  consumption  of  all  intoxicating  liquors  in  the 

United  States  (1916)  (gallons)  19.40 

Distilled  spirits  rectified  in  1916  (gallons) 97,161,438.8 

Bushels  grain  used  in  distilling,  1916 39,748,892 

Gallons  of  other  materials  used  in  distilling,  1916 152,142,232 

Number  dry  counties,  2,338.  Population  dry  counties,  46,039,698 
Number  dry  cities  of  100,000  population  or  more,  15.  Pop.,  2,790,803 
Number  dry  cities  of  25,000  population  or  more,  but  less 

than  100,00,  70.  Population  3,114,489 

Number  dry  cities  of  10,000  population  or  more,  but  less 

than  25,000,  173.  Population 2,682,943 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  5,000  population  or  more, 

but  less  than  10,000,  368.  Population 2,657,688 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  1,000  population  or  more, 

but  less  than  5,000,  2,963.  Population ,771,304 

Number  dry  municipalities  of  less  than  1,000  population 8,011 

Population  3,480,639 

Number  states  under  Prohibition  25 

Number  states  having  50  per  cent  but  less  than  100  per  cent 

of  the  population  under  Prohibition  8 

Number  states  having  25  per  cent  but  less  than  50  per  cent 

of  the  population  under  Prohibition  8 

Number  states  having  less  than  25  per  cent  of  the  population 

under  Prohibition  7 

Number  state  capitols  under  Prohibition  29 

Area  under  no-license,  2,614,071  sq.  miles.  87.8  per  cent. 


Area  under  license,  359,819  sq.  miles.  12.2  per  cent. 
Population  under  no-license,  55,956,698.  60,7  per  cent. 


Population  under  license,  36,015,268.  39.3  per  cent. 
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POPULATION  LIVING  UNDER  PROHIBITION  AND  LICENSE 
IN  THE  SEVERAL  STATES 


State 

Population 

1910 

Census 

Population 
in  Wet 
Territory 

Per  Cent 
Wet 

Population 
in  Dry 
Territory 

1 

Per  Cent 
Dry 

Alabama  

2,138,093 

None 

2,138,093 

100 

Arizona  

204,354 

None 

204,354 

100 

Arkansas  

1,574,449 

None 

1,574,449 

100 

California  

2,377,549 

1,752,549 

73.7 

625,000 

26.3 

Colorado  

799,024 

None 

799,024 

100 

Connecticut  

1,114,756 

914,756 

82.6 

200,000 

18.0 

Delaware  

202,322 

122,322 

60.8 

80,000 

39.2’ 

*District  of  Columbia 

331,069 

None 

331,069 

100 

Florida  

752,619 

67,619 

8.9 

685,000 

91.1 

Georgia  

2,609,121 

None 

2,609,121 

100 

Idaho  

325,594 

None 

325,594 

100 

Illinois  

5,638,591 

3,238,591 

57A 

2,400,000 

42.6 

*Indiana  

2,700,876 

None 

2,700,876 

100 

Iowa  

2,224,771 

None 

2,224,771 

100 

Kansas  

1,690,949 

None 

1,690,949 

100 

Kentucky  

2,289,905 

439,905 

19.2 

1,850,000 

80.8 

Louisiana  

1,656,388 

806,388 

48.7 

850,000 

51.3 

Maine  

742,371 

None 

742,371 

100 

Maryland  

1,295,346 

659,684 

50.9 

635,662 

49.1 

Massachusetts  

3,366,416 

2,293,727 

68.1 

1,072,689 

31.9 

*Michigan  

2,810,173 

None 

2’, 810, 173 

100 

Minnesota  

2,075,708 

825,708 

39.8 

1,250,000 

60.2 

Mississippi  

1,797,114 

None 

1,797,114 

100 

Missouri  

3,293,335 

1,547,868 

47^0 

1,745,467 

53.0 

*Montana  

376,053 

None 

376,053 

100 

* Nebraska  

1,192,214 

None 

1,192,214 

100 

Nevada  

81,875 

66,875 

8L6 

15,000 

18.4 

New  Hampshire  

430,572 

192,036 

44.6 

238,536 

55.4 

New  Jersey  

2,537,167 

2,400,498 

94.6 

136,669 

5.4 

New  Mexico  

327,301 

287,301 

87.7 

40,000 

12'.  3 

New  York  

9,113,614 

8,466,904 

92.9 

646,710 

7.1 

North  Carolina  

2,206,287 

None 

2,206,287 

100 

North  Dakota  

577,056 

None 

577,056 

100 

Ohio  

4,767,121 

2,767,121 

5K0 

2,000,000 

42.0 

Oklahoma  

1,657,155 

None 

1,657,155 

100 

Oregon  

672,765 

None 

672,765 

100 

Pennsylvania  

7,66  5,111 

6,227,053 

8L2 

1,438,058 

18.8 

Rhode  Island  

542,610 

525,760 

96.9 

16,850 

3.1 

South  Carolina  

1,515,400 

None 

1,515,400 

100 

*South  Dakota  

583,888 

None 

583,888 

100 

Tennessee  

2,184,789 

None 

2,184,789 

100 

Texas  

3,896,542 

487,066 

12.5 

3,409,476 

87.5 

*Utah  

373,351 

None 

373,351 

100 

Vermont  

355,956 

82,156 

20.5 

273,800 

79.5 

Virginia  

2,061,612 

None 

2,061,612 

100 

Washington  

1,141,990 

None 

1,141,990 

100 

West  Virginia  

1 1,221,119 

None 

1,221,119 

100 

Wisconsin  

2,333,860 

1,747,716 

74.9 

586,144 

25.1 

Wyoming  

1 145,965 

95,965 

| 65.7 

50,000 

34.3 

Totals  [91,972,266136,015,2681  39.3  [55,956,6981  60.7 


^Prohibition  goes  into  effect  in  the  District  of  Columbia  November  I, 
1917;  in  Indiana  April  2,  1918;  Michigan  May  1,  1918;  Montana  December 
31,  1918;  Nebraska  May  1,  1917;  South  Dakota  July  1,  1917;  Utah  August 
1,  1917. 
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AREA  UNDER  PROHIBITION  AND  LICENSE,  IN  THE 
SEVERAL  STATES 


STATE 

Total 
Land  Area 
(Sq.  Miles) 

Land  Area 
Under 
License 
(Sq.  Miles) 

Per  cent 
Wet 

Land  Area 
Under 
Prohibition 
(Sq.  Miles) 

Per  Cent 
Dry 

Alabama  

Arizona  

Arkansas  

California  

51,279 
113,810 
52,525 
155,652 
103  658 

None 
None 
None 
70,652 
N one 

45.3 

51,279 

113,810 

52,525 

85,000 

103,658 

100 

100 

100 

54.7 

100 

Connecticut  

4,820 

1,220 

2'5.2 

3,600 

74.8 

Delaware  

1,965 

315 

15.9 

1,650 

84.1 

*District  of  Columbia  

60 

None 

60 

100 

Florida  

54,861 

2,361 

”4.3 

52,500 

95.7 

Georgia  

58,725 

None 

58,725 

100 

Idaho  

83,354 

None 

83,354 

100 

Illinois  

56,043 

12,329 

21.9 

43,714 

78.1 

* Indiana  

36,045 

None 

36,045 

100 

Iowa  

55,586 

None 

55,586 

100 

Kansas  

81,774 

None 

81,774 

100 

Kentucky  

40,181 

1,607 

*4.6 

38,574 

96.0 

Louisiana  

45,409 

9,730 

21.4 

35,679 

78.6 

Maine  

29,895 

None 

29,895 

100 

Maryland  

9,941 

1,462 

14.7 

8.479 

85.3 

Massachusetts  

8,039 

2,465 

30.6 

5,574 

69.4 

* Michigan  

57,480 

None 

57,480 

100 

Minnesota  

80,858 

14,166 

17.6 

66,692 

82.4 

Mississippi  

46,362 

None 

46,362 

100 

Missouri  

68,727 

6,873 

io.o 

61,854 

. 90.0 

*Montana  

146,201 

None 

146,201 

100 

^Nebraska  

76,808 

None 

76,808 

100 

Nevada  

109,821 

98,331 

89.5 

11,490 

10.5 

New  Hampshire  

9,031 

716 

17.9 

8,315 

82.1 

New  Jersey  

7,514 

7,484 

99.6 

30 

.4 

New  Mexico  

122,503 

2,903 

2.3 

119,600 

97.7 

New  York  

47,654 

19,654 

41.2 

28,000 

58.8 

North  Carolina  

48,740 

None 

48,740 

100 

North  Dakota  

70,183 

None 

70,183 

100 

Ohio  

40,740 

6,240 

15*3 

34,500 

84.7 

Oklahoma  

69,414 

None 

69,414 

100 

Oregon  

95,607 

None 

95,607 

100 

Pennsylvania  

44,832 

31,793 

70.9 

13,039 

29.1 

Rhode  Island  

1,067 

863 

74.0 

231 

26.0 

South  Carolina  

30,495 

None 

30,495 

100 

*South  Dakota  

76,868 

None 

76,868 

100 

Tennessee  | 

41,687 

None 

41,687 

100 

Texas  

262,398 

40,398 

i 5*4 

222,000 

84.6 

*Utah  

82’,  184 

None 

82,184 

100 

Vermont  

9,124 

434 

*4.7 

8,690 

95.3 

Virginia  

40,262 

None 

40,262 

100 

Washington  

66,836 

None 

66,836 

100 

West  Virginia  

24,022 

None 

24,022’ 

100 

Wisconsin  

55,256 

26,256 

47.5 

29,000 

52.5 

Wyoming  

97,594 

1,594 

0.6 

96,000 

99.4 

Totals  

I2,973,890|  359,819 

i 12.2’  | 

|2, 614,071| 

87.8 

*Prohibition  goes  into  effect  in  the  District  of  Columbia  November  1, 
1917;  in  Indiana  April  2,  1918;  Michigan  May  1,  1918;  Montana  December 
31,  1918;  Nebraska,  May  1,  1917;  South  Dakota,  July  1,  1917;  Utah,  August 
1,  1917. 
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The  following  tables  show  the  classification  of  the  several 
states  according  to  the  proportion  of  the  population  in  each  state 
living  under  Prohibition  March  1,  1917.  (Population  from  1910 
census.) 

Prohibition  States 


Alabflm^  

2,138,093 

204,354 

1,574,449 

799,024 

331,069 

*Nebraska  

Arizona  

North  Carolina  

Arkansas  , 

North  Dakota  

r nlnrfl  d o 

Oklahoma  

*District  of  Columbia. . . . 

Oregon  

Oeorjy  ia  

2,609,121 
325,594 
2,700,876 
2,224,771 
1,690,949 
742,371 
2,810,173 
1,797,1 14 
376,053 

South  Carolina  

*South  Dakota  

* J nrliana  

Tennessee  

Tnwa  

*Utah  

Kansas  

Virginia  

M^aipf*  

Washington  

*Michigan  

West  Virginia  

Mississippi  

*Mr»nt^nn  

Total  

1,192,214 
2', 206, 287 
577,056 
1,657,155 
672,765 
1,515,400 
583,888 
2,184,789 
373,351 
2,061,612 
1,141,990 
1,221,119 


35,711,637 


* Prohibition  goes  into  effect  in  the  District  of  Columbia  November  1,  1917; 
in  Indiana  April  2,  1918;  Michigan  May  1,  1918;  Montana  December  31,  1918; 
Nebraska  May  1,  1917;  South  Dakota  July  1,  1917;  Utah  August  1,  1917. 


Near- Prohibition  States 

States  in  which  50  per  cent  of  the  population  was  under  no 
license,  March  1,  1917. 


Florida  

Kentucky  

752,619 

2,289,905 

1,656,388 

2,075,708 

3,293,335 

New  Hampshire  

Texas  

430,572 

3,896,542 

355,956 

Louisiana  

Vermont  

Minnesota 

Total  

Missouri  

14,751,025 

Partially  License  States 

States  in  which  25  per  cent,  but  less  than  50  per  cent,  of  the 
population  was  under  no-license  March  1,  1917. 


California  

2,377,549 

202,32'2 

5,638,591 

1,295,346 

3,366,416 

Ohio  

4,767,121 

2,333,860 

145,965 

Delaware  

tVi  scon  sin  

Illinois  

Wyoming  . . 

Maryland  

Total  

Massachusetts  

20,127,170 

License  States 

States  in  which  less  than  25  per  cent  of  the  population  was 
under  no-license  March  1,  1917. 


Connecticut 
Nevada  .... 
New  Jersey 
New  Mexico 
New  York  . 


1,114,756 

81,875 

2,537,167 

327,301 

9,113,614 


Pennsylvania 
Rhode  Island 


7,665,111 

542,610 


21,382,434 


Total 
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DRUGGISTS  IN  THE  UNITED  STATES 


(From  The  Era  Druggists’  Directory — 1916  Edition)’ 


STATES  | 

Wholesale 

| Retail 

| Total 

Alabama  

6 

789 

795 

Alaska  

0 

23 

795 

Arizona  

0 

91 

91 

Arkansas  

7 

8-82 

889 

California  

6 

1,438 

1,444 

Colorado  

5 

568 

573 

Connecticut  

7 

586 

593 

Delaware  

1 

107 

108 

District  of  Columbia 

1 

246 

247 

Florida  

3 

561 

564 

Georgia  

12 

1,078 

1,090 

Idaho  

1 

238 

239 

Illinois  

11 

3,110 

3,121 

Indiana  

7 ■ 

1,721 

1,728 

Iowa  

9 

1,635 

1,644 

Kansas  

5 

1,133 

1,138 

Kentucky  

7 

852 

859 

Louisiana  

7 

689 

696 

Maine  

4 

426 

430 

Maryland  

8 

591 

599 

Massachusetts  

7 

1,778 

1,785 

Michigan  

4 

1,720 

1,724 

Minnesota  

3 

1,000 

1,003 

Mississippi  

5 

593 

598 

Missouri  

9 

2,430 

2,439 

Montana  

7 

296 

303 

Nebraska  

3 

888 

891 

Nevada  

0 

48 

48 

New  Hampshire  

2 

223 

225 

New  Jersey  

3 

1,154 

1,157 

New  Mexico  

0 

107  ' 

107 

New  York  

13 

1,883 

1,896 

New  York  City  

14 

2,474 

2,488 

North  Carolina  

9 

724 

733 

North  Dakota  

0 

317 

317 

Ohio  

13 

2,040 

2,053 

Oklahoma  

1 

999 

1,000  ’ 

Oregon  

3 

457 

460 

Pennsylvania  

18 

3,351 

3,369 

Rhode  Island  

2 

315 

317 

South  Carolina  

4 

398 

402 

South  Dakota  

2 

420 

422 

Tennessee  

9 

601 

610 

Utah  

11 

155 

166 

Texas  

3 

2,651 

2,654 

Vermont  

2 

181 

183 

Virginia  

8 

600 

608 

Washington  

3 

640 

643 

West  Virginia  

6 

317 

323 

Wisconsin  

4 

952 

956 

Wyoming  

0 

85 

85 

Totals  

275  | 

46,561  1 

46,836 
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NUMBER  OF  DIFFERENT  KINDS  OF  LIQUOR  MANUFAC- 
TURERS AND  DEALERS  WHO  PAY  THE  UNITED 
STATES  INTERNAL  REVENUE  SPECIAL  TAX 


STATES  AND 
TERRITORIES 

Rectifiers 

Retail 

Liquor 

Dealers 

Wholesale 

Liquor 

Dealers 

Manu- 
facturers 
of  stills 

Brewers 

Retail 
Dealers  in 
Malt  Liq’rs 

Wholesale 
Dealers  in 
Malt  Liq’rs 

Alabama  

1 

400 

4 

63 

2 

Alaska  

305 

5 

4 

6 

5 

Arizona  

164 

1 

1 

Arkansas  

5 

412 

24 

1 

67 

2'3 

California  

130 

14,607 

659 

2 

72 

644 

335 

Colorado  

4 

1,571 

74 

10 

111 

100 

Connecticut  

43 

3,242 

80 

18 

57 

358 

Delaware  

7 

278 

10 

4 

5 

17 

District  of  Columbia  . . . 

14 

549 

20 

4 

308 

19 

Florida  

29 

786 

53 

2 

154 

39 

Georgia  

1 

770 

21 

2 

4 

402 

38 

Hawaii  

5 

319 

61 

5 

10 

13 

Idaho  

318 

9 

5 

24 

23 

Illinois  

200 

20,492 

519 

3 

95 

1,303 

1,070 

Indiana  

29 

6,404 

118 

1 

35 

530 

398 

Iowa  

10 

1,284 

43 

16 

87 

232 

Kansas  

217 

1 

77 

10 

Kentucky  

53 

2,315 

147 

4 

17 

279 

71 

Louisiana  

32 

3,150 

129 

1 

10 

462 

90 

Maine  

602 

6 

3 

538 

39 

Maryland  

63 

3,020 

103 

1 

18 

265 

194 

Massachusetts  

163 

4,763 

247 

1 

34 

88 

411 

Michigan  

20 

5,761 

109 

63 

495 

357 

Minnesota  

44 

4,441 

155 

66 

482 

566 

Mississippi  

249 

60 

Missouri  

87 

7,739 

216 

1 

46 

356 

352 

Montana  

3 

2,2 '37 

61 

19 

255 

160 

Nebraska  

9 

2,078 

48 

15 

186 

567 

Nevada  

1,162 

25 

3 

9 

48 

New  Hampshire  

6 

720 

18 

4 

36 

48 

New  Jersey  

84 

10,341 

212 

38 

226 

575 

New  Mexico  

3 

941 

60 

2 

31 

40 

New  York  

449 

30,185 

1,456 

2 

161 

453 

942 

North  Carolina  

165 

2 

37 

North  Dakota  

249 

57 

Ohio  

121 

8,126 

344 

5 

116 

345 

924 

Oklahoma  

433 

4 

41 

15 

Oregon  

10 

1,241 

47 

1 

7 

20 

52 

Pennsylvania  

239 

20,321 

595 

13 

215 

458 

935 

Rhode  Island- 

16 

1,340 

52 

1 

8 

20 

43 

South  Carolina  

797 

10 

1 

97 

22 

South  Dakota  

756 

18 

4 

99 

119 

Tennessee  

49 

960 

129 

3 

119 

36 

Texas  

19 

2,989 

65 

13 

2,112 

323 

Utah  

4 

653 

30 

4 

52 

34 

Vermont  

1 

177 

2 

2*5 

19 

Virginia  

34 

1,170 

69 

6 

486 

64 

Washington  

12 

1,965 

70 

23 

72 

121 

West  Virginia  

390 

7 

Wisconsin  

65 

10,584 

113 

135 

541 

758 

Wyoming  

580 

30 

3 

66 

89 

Total  | 

2,064|  1 84,71 8| 

6,273| 

38| 

1,3 1 3 1 

1 2,7 1 6[ 

10,704 

Total  for  year  ended 

1 I 1 

June  30,  1915 

2,093 

190,469 

6,451 

3 1 1 1,345|  1 3,740|  11,247 
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RELIGIONS  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES 


DENOMINATIONS  | 

Ministers  | 

Churches 

ICommunic’nts 

1,501 

43,911 

3,645 

2',  7 94 
57,734 
1,295 
403 

112,054 
6, 534,132 
128,594 
* 10,566 
4,903 
3,165 
4,927 
485,500 
14,330,370 
1,500 
106,159 
5,865 
16,825 

Brethren  (Plymouth)  (4) 

224 

105 

15 

74 

Catholic  Apostolic  (2  bodies) 

33 

24 

Catholic  (Eastern  Orthodox)  (7  bodies) 

404 

20,129 

475 

15,447 

70 

Christadelphians  

1,066 

35 

1,360 

17 

365 

330 

2,998 

434 

101 

140 

2 

1,499 

484 

68 

150 

3 

85,096 

28,033 

4,286 

9.772 

148 

Churches  of  God  ( Winebrennarian) 

Churches  of  the  Living  God  (Colored). 
Churches  of  the  New  Jerusalem  (2  bodies) 
Church  Transcendent  

Communistic  Societies  

13 

1,989 

790,488 

1,337,450 

209,917 

9,572 

1,835 

119,371 

376 

Congregationalists  

5,974 

6,106 

11,182 

2,573 

146 

8,424 

1,572 

241 

Evangelical  (2  bodies) 

Faith  Associations  (9)  

Free  Christian  Zion  Church 

20 

15 

Friends  (4  bodies) 

1,379 

3 

964 

Friends  of  the  Temple  

3 

German  Evangelical  Protestant  

59 

66 

34,704 

274,787 

143.000 

415.000 
2,454,334 

62,000 

64,796 

7,608,284 

21,859 

6,396 

36,119 

2,171,601 

1,078,435 

514,543 

3,250 

28,2'03 

1,072 

1,262 

2,450 

200.000 
5,861 

71,110 

366,877 

58,300 

48,673 

40,016,709 

39,270,040 

German  Evangelical  Synod 

1,089 

1,084 

4,260 

9,847 

663 

1,488 

41,800 

148 

1,389 

1,769 

1,713 

15,289 

577 

813 

Jewish  Congregations  

Latter-Day  Saints  (2  bodies) 

Lutherans  (21  bodies) 

Scandinavian  Evangelical  (3  bodies)... 
Mennonites  (12'  bodies) 

Methodists  (16  bodies) 

62,783 

147 

Moravians  (2  bodies) 

Nonsectarian  Bible  Faith 

50 

204 

Pentecostal  (2  bodies) 

1,011 

13,885 

5,680 

2,223 

7 

1,013 

16,298 

8,134 

2,808 

6 

Presbyterians  (12  bodies) 

Protestant  Episcopal  (2  bodies) 

Reformed  (4  bodies) 

Reformed  Catholics  

Salvation  Armv  

3,225 

6 

967 

Schwenkfelders  

6 

Social  Brethren  

15 

17 

Society  Ethical  Culture  

7 

6 

Spiritualists 

1,500 

174 

Theosophical  Society  

Unitarians  

504 

472 

United  Brethren  

2,247 

662 

4,092 

865 

Universalists  

Independent  Congregationalists  

267 

879 

Grand  total  in  1916 

182,843 

180,200 

225,321 

225,204 

Grand  total  in  1915 . 
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POPULATION  LIVING  UNDER  PROHIBITION  AND  LICENSE 
IN  THE  SEVERAL  STATES 
The  Prohibition  States 


STATE 

Population 
1910  Census 

Alabama  

2',  138, 093 
204,354  ‘ 

1,574,449 
799,024 
331,069 
2,609,121 
325,594 
2,700,876 
2,224,771 
1,690,949 
742,371 
2,810,173 
1,797,114 
376,053 

Arizona  

Arkansas  

Colorado  

*District  of  Columbia... 
Georgia  

Idaho  

*Indiana  

Iowa  

Kansas  

Maine  

* Michigan  

Mississippi  

*Montana  

STATE 

Population 
1910  Census 

* Nebraska  

1,192,214 

2,206,287 

577,056 

1,657,155 

672,765 

1,515,400 

583,888 

2,184,789 

373,351 

2,061,612 

1,141,990 

1,221,119 

North  Carolina  

North  Dakota  

Oklahoma  

Oregon  

South  Carolina  

* South  Dakota  

Tennessee  

*Utah  

Virginia  

Washington  

W^st  Virginia  

Total  

35,711,637 

*Prohibition  goes  into  effect  in  the  District  of  Columbia  November  1,  1917  ; 
in  Indiana  April  2,  1918;  Michigan  May  1,  1918;  Montana  December  31,  1918; 
Nebraska  May  1,  1917;  South  Dakota  July  1,  1917;  Utah  August  1,  1917. 


Near- Prohibition  States 

States  in  which  50  per  cent  of  the  population  was  under  no- 
license March  1,  1917. 


Population 

Population 

Per 

Population 

Per 

STATE 

1910 

in  Wet 

Cent 

in  Dry 

Cent 

Census 

Territory 

Wet 

Territory 

Dry 

Florida  

| 752,619 

67,619 

8.9 

685,000 

91.1 

Kentucky  

2,289,905 

439,905 

19.2 

1,850,000 

80.8 

Louisiana  

1,656,388 

806,388 

48.7 

850,000 

51.3 

Minnesota  

2,075,708 

825,708 

39.8 

1,250,000 

60.2 

Missouri  

3,293,335 

1,547,868 

47.0 

1,745,467 

53.0 

New  Hampshire  

430,572 

192,036 

44.6 

238,536 

55.4 

Texas  

3,896,542 

487,066 

12.5 

3,409,476 

87.5 

Vermont  

355,956 

82,156 

20.5 

273,800 

79.5 

Total  | 14,751,025|  4,448,746]  30.1  | 10,303,2791  69.9 


Partially  License  States 

States  in  which  25  per  cent  but  less  than  50  per  cent  of  the 
population  was  under  no-license  March  1,  1917. 


STATE 

Population 

Population 

Per 

Population 

Per 

1910 

in  Wet 

Cent 

in  Dry 

Cent 

Census 

Territory  I 

Wet 

Territory 

Dry 

California  

2,377,549 

1,752,549 

73.7 

625,000 

26.3 

Delaware  

202,322 

122,322 

60.8 

80,000 

39.2 

Illinois  

5,638,591 

3,238,591 

57.4 

2,400,000 

42.6 

Maryland  

1,295,346 

659,684 

50.9 

635,662 

49.1 

Massachusetts  

3,366,416 

2,293,727 

68.1 

1,072,689 

31.9 

Ohio  

4,767,121 

2,767,121 

58.0 

2,000,000 

42.0 

Wisconsin  

2,333,860 

1,747,716 

74.9 

586,144 

25.1 

Wyoming  

145,965 

95,965 

65.7 

50,000 

34.3 

Total  | 20,127,1701  12,677,675|  63.0  j 7, 449,4951  37.0 
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License  States 


States  in  which  less  than  25  per  cent  of  the  population  was 
under  no-license  March  1,  1917. 


STATE 

Population 

1910 

Census 

Population 
in  Wet 
Territory 

Per 

Cent 

Wet 

Population 
in  Dry 
Territory 

Per 

Cent 

Dry 

Connecticut  

Nevada  

New  Jersey  . . . 

New  Mexico  

New  York  

Pennsylvania  

Rhode  Island  

1,114,756 

81,875 

2,537,167 

327,301 

9,113,614 

7,665,111 

542,610 

914,756 

66,875 

2,400,498 

287,301 

8,466,904 

6,227,053 

525,760 

82.0 

81.6 

94.6 

87.7 

92.9 
81.2 

96.9 

200,000 

15.000 
136,669 

40.000 
646,710 

1,438,058 

16,850 

18.0 

18.4 

5.4 

12.3 

7.1 
18.8 

3.1 

Total  | 21,382,434|  18,889,147 

88.3 

2,493,287 

11.7 

AREA  UNDER  PROHIBITION  AND  LICENSE  IN  THE 
SEVERAL  STATES 
Prohibition  States 


STATE 


Alabama  

Arizona  

Arkansas  

Colorado  

*District  of  Columbia.... 

Georgia  

Idaho  

*Indiana  

Iowa  

Kansas  

Maine  

* Michigan  

Mississippi  

*Montana  


Total 

Land  Area 
(Sq.  Miles) 

STATE 

1 

Total 

Land  Area 
(Sq.  Miles) 

51,279 

^Nebraska  

76,808 

113,810 

North  Carolina  

48,740 

52*, 525 

North  Dakota  

70,183 

103,658 

Oklahoma  

69,414 

60 

. Oregon  

95,607 

58,725 

South  Carolina  

30,495 

83,354 

* South  Dakota  

76,868 

36,045 

Tennessee  

41,687 

55,586 

*Utah  

82,184 

81,774 

Virginia  

40,262 

29,895 

Washington  

66,836 

57,480 

West  Virginia  

24,022 

46,362 

146,201 

Total  

1,639,860 

*Prohibition  goes  into  effect  in  the  District  of  Columbia  November  1,  1917; 
in  Indiana  April  2,  ISIS;  Michigan  May  1,  1918;  Montana  December  31,  1918; 
Nebraska  May  1,  1917;  South  Dakota  July  1,  1917;  Utqh  August  1,  1917. 


Near-Prohibition  States 


States  in  which  50  per  cent  of  the  population  was  under  no- 
license March  1,  1917.  s 


STATE 

Total 

Land 

Area 

(Sq.  Miles) 

1 Land  Area 
Under 
License 
1 (Sq.  Miles) 

Per 

Cent 

Wet 

Land  Area 
Under 
Prohibition 
(Sq.  Miles) 

Per 

Cent 

Dry 

Florida  

54,861 

2,361 

4.3 

52,500 

95.7 

Kentucky  

40,181 

1,607 

4.0 

38,574 

96.0 

Louisiana  

45,40'9 

9,730 

21.4 

35,679 

78.6 

Minnesota  

80,858 

14,166 

17.6 

66,692 

82.4 

Missouri  

68,727 

6,873 

10.0 

61,854 

90.0 

New  Hampshire  

9,031 

716 

17.9 

8,315 

82.1 

Texas  

262, 398 

40,398 

15.4 

222,000 

84.6 

Vermont  

9,124 

434 

4.7 

8,690 

95.3 

Total  j 

570,589  | 

76,285  | 

13.3 

494,304  | 

86.7 
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Partially  License  States 

States  in  which  25  per  cent  but  less  than  50  per  cent  of  the 
population  was  under  no-license  March  1,  1917. 


STATE 

Total 

Land 

Area 

(Sq.  Miles) 

Land  Area 
Under 
License 
(Sq.  Miles) 

Per 

Cent 

Wet 

Land  Area 
Under 
Prohibition 
(Sq.  Miles) 

Per 

Cent 

Dry 

California  

155,652 

70,652 

45.3 

85,000 

54.7 

Delaware  

1,965 

315 

15.9 

1,650 

84.1 

Illinois  

56,043 

12,329 

21.9 

43,714 

78.1 

Maryland  

9,941 

1,462 

14.7 

8,479 

85.3 

Massachusetts  

8,039 

2,465 

30.6 

5,574 

69.4 

Ohio  

40,740 

6,240 

15.3 

34,500 

84.7 

Wisconsin  

55,256 

26,256 

47.5 

2’9,000 

52.5 

Wyoming  

97,594 

1,594 

0.6 

96,000 

99.4 

Total  j 

425,230  | 

121,313  | 

28.5  | 

| 303,917  | 

| 71.5 

License  States 


States  in  which  less  than  25  per  cent  of  the  population  was 
under  no-license  March  1,  1917. 


STATE 

Total 

Land 

(Sq^MHes) 

Land  Area 
Under 
License 
(Sq.  Miles) 

Per 

Cent 

Wet 

Land  Area 
Under 
Prohibition 
(Sq.  Miles) 

Per 

Cent 

Dry 

Connecticut  

4,820 

1,220 

25.2 

3,600 

74.8 

Nevada  . 

109,821 

98,331 

89.5 

11,490 

10.5 

New  Jersey  

7,514 

7,484 

99.6 

30 

0.4 

New  Mexico  

122,503 

2,903 

2.3 

119,600 

97.7 

New  York  

47,654 

19,654 

41.2 

28,000 

58.8 

Pennsylvania  

44,832' 

31,793 

70.9 

11,039 

29.1 

Rhode  Island  

1,067 

836 

74.0 

231 

26.0 

Total  

338,211  | 

| 162,221  | 

47.9  ' | 

173,990  | 

| 52.1 

Production  and  Consumption  of  Intoxicating 
Liquors  in  the  United  States 

UNITED  STATES  INTERNAL  REVENUE  TAXES 
Special  Taxes  and  Rates 

Rectifiers  of  less  than  500  barrels  a year,  $100;  rectifiers  of 
500  barrels  or  more  a year,  $200. 

Wholesale  liquor  dealers,  $100;  retail  liquor  dealers,  $25. 

Wholesale  dealers  in  malt  liquors,  $50;  retail  dealers  in  malt 
liquors,  $20. 

Manufacturers  of  stills,  $50;  and  for  stills  or  worms,  manu- 
factured, each,  $20. 

Brewers:  Annual  manufacture  less  than  500  barrels,  $50; 

annual  manufacture  500  barrels  or  more,  $100. 

Manufacture  of  filled  cheese,  $400;  wholesale  dealers  in  filled 
cheese,  $250;  retail  dealers  in  filled  cheese,  $12. 

Manufacturers  of  oleomargarine,  $600;  wholesale  dealers  in 
oleomargarine  artificially  colored  in  imitation  of  butter,  $480; 
wholesale  dealers  in  oleomargarine  free  from  artificial  coloration, 
$200;  retail  dealers  in  oleomargarine  artificially  colored  in  imita- 
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tion  of  ^butter,  $48;  retail  dealers  in  oleomargarine  free  from 
artificial  coloration,  $6. 

Manufacturers  of  adulterated  butter,  $600;  wholesale  dealers 
in  adulterated  butter,  $480;  retail  dealers  in  adulterated  butter, 
$48;  manufacturers  of  process  or  renovated  butter,  $50;  manu- 
facturers, packers  or  repackers  of  mixed  flour,  $12. 

Distilled  Spirits,  Etc. 

Distilled  spirits,  per  gallon,  $1.10;  stamps  for  distilled  spirits 
intended  for  export,  each  5 and  10  cents;  except  when  affixed  to 
packages  containing  two  or  more  five-gallon  cans  for  export,  5 
cents.  Case  stamps  for  spirits  bottled  in  bond,  10  cents. 

Grape  brandy  used  in  the  fortification  of  sweet  wines,  per 
taxable  gallon,  55  cents. 

Still  wines,  2 cents  per  quart;  champagne  and  other  spark- 
ling wines,  including  all  carbonate  wines,  20  cents  per  quart;  and 
liqueurs,  cordials,  or  similar  compounds,  6 cents  per  quart — do- 
mestic and  imported. 

Fermented  Liquors 

Fermented  liquors  per  barrel,  containing  not  more  than  31 
gallons,  $1  and  $1.50;  if  stored  in  warehouse,  50  cents  per  barrel. 


INTERNAL  REVENUE  RECEIPTS  ON  INTOXICATING 
LIQUORS 


The  following  table  shows  the  receipts  by  the  United  States 
government  on  intoxicating  liquors  for  the  two  fiscal  years  ended 
June  30,  1915,  and  June  30,  1916,  respectively: 


Intoxicating  Liquors 

Receipts  during  fiscal  years 
ended  June  30 — 

Increase 

1915 

| 1916 

Spirits 

Spirits  distilled  from  apples, 
peaches,  grapes,  etc 

$ 2,767,659.41 

$ 3,283,217.02 

$ 515,557.61 

Spirits  distilled  from  materials 
other  than  above 

133,803,036.18 

146,565,963.45 

12,762,927.27 

Rectifiers  (special  tax) 

273,6 88.23 

294,826.08 

21,137.85 

Wine,  etc.,  domestic  & imported. 

2,307,301.97 

2,631,529.98 

324,228.01 

Retail  liquor  dealers  (special  tax) 

4,310,073.94 

4,309,656.02 

*417.92 

Wholesale  liquor  dealers  (special 
tax)  

522,321.96 

616,559.81 

44,237.85 

Manufacturers  of  stills,  and  stills 
and  worms  manufactured 

1,322.55 

3,400.86 

2,078.31 

Stamps  for  distilled  spirits  in- 
tended for  export 

3,135.95 

45,839.40 

42,703.45 

Case  stamps  for  distilled  spirits 
bottled  in  bond 

318,922.00 

440,244.00 

121,322.00 

Grape  brandy  used  in  the  forti- 
fication of  sweet  wines  

262', 237.18 

491,202.91 

228,965 .73 

Total  

| $144,619, 699.37| $158, 682, 439.53| $14, 062, 740. 16 

Fermented  Liquors 
Fermented  liquors  (barrel  tax).. 

$ 78,460,380.97 

$ 87,875.672.22 

$ 9,415,291.25 

Brewers  (special  tax) 

124,719.15 

128,231.28 

3,512.13 

Retail  dealers  in  malt  liquors 
(special  tax)  

241,018.65 

249,153.55 

8,134.90 

Wholesale  dealers  in  malt  liq- 
uors (special  tax)  

502,827.95 

518,046.94 

15,218.99 

Total  

| $ 79,328,946.72'|$  88,771,103.99 

$ 9,442,157.27 

Decrease. 
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The  following  table  shows  the  receipts  by  the  United  States 
government  on  intoxicating  liquors  for  the  first  three  months  of 
the  fiscal  year  1917  as  compared  with  the  same  period  of  the  fiscal 
year  1916: 


Intoxicating  Liquors 

Receipts  from 
July  1,  1915, 
to  Sept.  30, 
1915  . 

Receipts  from 
July  1,  1916. 
to  Sept.  30, 
1916 

i 

’ Increase 

Spirits 

Spirits  distilled  from  apples,  peaches, 
grapes,  etc 

$ 568,401.76 

$ 7 02,264.03 

$ 133,862.27 

Spirits  distilled  from  materials  other 
than  above  

30,125,808.26 

35,159,260.58 

5,033,452.32 

Rectifiers  (special  tax) 

75,870.90 

75,954.25 

8*3.35 

Wines,  domestic  ^nd  imported  (act 
of  Oct.  22,  1914) 

479,074.59 

920,378.65 

441,304.06 

Retail  liquor  dealers  (special  tax).. 

1,585,073.21 

1,420,262.00 

*164,81 1.21 

Wholesale  liquor  dealers  (spl.  tax) . 

217,809.01 

213,068.16 

*4,740.85 

Manufacurers  of  stills,  and  stills 
and  worms  manufactured  

945.84 

1,325.84 

380.00 

Stamps  for  distilled  spirits  intended 
for  export  

1,101.55 

20,646.25 

19,544.70 

Case  stamps  for  distilled  spirits 
bottled  in  bond  

77,470.00 

109,730.00 

32,260.00 

Grape  brandy  used  in  the  fortifica- 
tion of  sweet  wines 

23,813.58 

108,348.65 

84,535.07 

Total  

|$33, 155, 368.70|$38, 731, 238.41|$5, 575, 869.71 

Fermented  Liquors 
Fermented  liquors  (barrel  tax) 

$26,197,848.47 

$29,220,062.96 

$3,022,214.49 

Brewers  (special  tax) 

42,891.68 

33,381.27 

*9,510.41 

Retail  dealers  in  malt  liquqrs  (spe- 
cial tax)  

122,335.86 

98,311.94 

*24,023.92 

Wholesale  dealers  in  malt  liquors 
(special  tax)  

199,858.98 

181,409.09 

*18,449.89 

Total  1$26>562,934.99!$29>533,165.261$2,970>230.27 


*Decrease. 


CONSUMPTION  OF  INTOXICATING  LIQUORS  IN  THE 
UNITED  STATES 


The  following  table  shows  the  different  kinds  of  intoxicating 
liquors  withdrawn  for  consumption  during  the  last  two  fiscal 
years  ended  June  30,  1915  and  June  30,  1916,  respectively: 


Articles  Taxed 

Fiscal  year  ended  June  30 — 

1915 

| 1916 

| Increase 

Spirits  distilled  from  apples,  peaches,  grapes, 
pears,  pineapples,  oranges,  apricots,  ber- 
ries, prunes,  figs  and  cherries.  ..  .gallons. 

Spirits  distilled  from  materials  other  than 
apples,  peaches,  grapes,  pears,  pineapples, 
oranges,  apricots,  berries,  prunes,  figs 
and  cherries  gallons. 

Fermented  liquors  barrels. 

2,516,054 

121,639,124 

59,746,701 

2,984,743 

133,241,785 

58,564,508 

468,689 

11,602,661 

*1,182,193 

*Decrease. 

264  STATISTICAL  TABLES 

NUMBER  OF  LIQUOR  DEALERS  IN  PROHIBITION  AND 
LICENSE  STATES 

For  purposes  of  comparison,  in  the  following-  tables  the  states 
are  classified  according  to  conditions  during  the  year  prior  to 
January  1,  1916.  These  tables  include  not  only  the  number  of 
saloonkeepers  in  the  several  states,  but  also  the  druggists,  as  well 
as  all  other  persons  who  sell  intoxicating  liquors  for  any  purpose 
whatsoever,  as  shown  by  the  report  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Com- 
missioner for  1916. 


The  Prohibition  States  Prior  to  January  1,  1916 


STATE 

Population 

1910 

Number  Re- 
tail Liquor 
Dealers 
1916 

No.  Such 
Dealers 
per  100,000 
Population 

Alabama  

2,138,093 

463 

21 

Arizona  

204,354 

164 

80 

Georgia  

2,609,121 

1,172 

44 

Kansas  

1,690,949 

294 

17 

Maine  

742,371 

1,140 

153 

Mississippi  

1,797,114 

309 

17 

North  Carolina  

2,206,287 

202 

9 

North  Dakota  

577,056 

306 

53 

Oklahoma  

1,657,155 

474 

28 

Tennessee  

2,184,789 

1,079 

49 

West  Virginia  

1,221,119 

390 

32 

Total  . | 

17,028,408 

6,314 

37 

Near- Prohibition  States 


States  in  each  of  which  more  tha'n  50  per  cent  of  the  popula- 
tion was  under  Prohibition  prior  to  January  1,  1916. 


STATE 

Population 

1910 

Number  Re- 
tail Liquor 
Dealers 
1916 

No.  Such 
Dealers 
per  100,000 
Population 

Arkansas  

1,574,449 

479 

30 

Colorado  

799,024 

1,682 

210 

Florida  

752,619 

940 

124 

Idaho  

325,594 

342 

105 

Indiana  

2', 700, 876 

6,934 

256 

Iowa  

2,224,771 

1,371 

61 

Kentucky  

2,289,905 

2,594 

113 

Louisiana  1 

1,656,388 

3,612 

218 

Missouri  

3,293,335 

8,095 

246 

Minnesota  

2,075,708 

4,923 

237 

Nebraska  

1,192,214 

2,264 

189 

New  Hampshire  

430,572 

756 

133 

South  Carolina  

1,515,400 

894 

59 

South  Dakota  

583,888 

855 

146 

Texas  

3,896,542 

5,101 

130 

Utah  

373,351 

705 

188 

Vermont  

355,956 

202 

56 

Virginia  

2,061,612 

1,656 

80 

Total  j 

28,102,204 

43,405 

154- 
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The  Partially  License  States 

States  in  each  of  which  more  than  25  per  cent  but  less  than 
50  per  cent  of  the  population  was  under  Prohibition  prior  to 
January  1,  1916. 


STATE 

Population 

1910 

Number  Re- 
tail Liquor 
Dealers 
1916 

No.  Such 
Dealers 
per  100,000 
Population 

California  

2,377,549 
202,322 
5,638,591 
' 1,295,346 
3,366,416 
2,810,173 
4,767,121 
672,765 
1,141,990 
2,333,860 
145,965 

15,251 

283 

683 

Delaware  

139 

Illinois  

21,805 

3,285 

4,851 

6,256 

8,471. 

1,261 

2,037 

11,125 

646 

386 

Maryland  

253 

Massachusetts  

144 

Michigan  

22’2 

Ohio  

177 

Oregon  

187 

Washington  

178 

Wisconsin  

476 

Wyoming  

442 

Total  

| 24,752,098 

75,271 

| 304 

The  License  States 


States  in  each  of  which  less  than  25  per  cent  of  the  population 
was  under  Prohibition  prior  to  January  1,  1916. 


STATE 

Population 

1910 

Number  Re- 
tail Liquor 
Dealers 
1916 

No.  Such 
Dealers 
per  100,000 
Population 

Connecticut  

1,114,756 
331,069 
376,053 
81,875 
2,537,167 
327,301 
9,113,614 
7,6 65.111 
542,610 

3,299 

857 

295 

District  of  Columbia  

258 

Montana  

2’, 492 
1,171 
10,567 
972 

663 

Nevada  

1,430 

416 

New  Jersey  

New  Mexico  

296 

New  York  

30,638 

20,779 

1,360 

336 

Pennsylvania  

271 

Rhode  Island  

250 

Total  1 22,089,556  1 72,135  [ 326 


COMPARATIVE  NUMBER  LIQUOR  DEALERS  IN  PROHIBI- 
TION AND  LICENSE  STATES 


No.  Liquor  Dealers  per  100,000  Pop.  in  Prohibition  States,  37. 


No.  Liquor  Dealers  per  100,000  Pop.  in  Near-Prohibition  States,  154. 
No.  Liquor  Dealers  per  100,000  Pop.  in  Partially  License  States,  304. 


No.  Liquor  Dealers  per  100,000  Pop,  in  License  States,  326. 
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PRODUCTION  OF  FERMENTED  LIQUORS  DURING  THE 
FISCAL  YEAR  1916 


States  and  Territories 

Barrels 

States  and  Territories  | 

Alaska  

6,590 

2,510 

6,004 

1,382,589 

163,544 

909,114 

132,530 

122,285 

28,218 

80,387 

40,858 

11,830 

5,955,231 

1,436,099 

210,498 

672,417 

Montana  

Nebraska  

Nevada  

California  

New  Hampshire  

New  Jersey 

Connecticut  

New  M exiro  

Delaware  

New  Vork  

District  of  Columbia 

Ohio  

Florida  

Oklahoma  

Georgia  

Oregon  

Hawaii  

Pennsylvania  

Idaho  

Rhode  Island  

Illinois  

South  Carolina  

Indiana  

South  Dakota  

Iowa  

Tennessee  

Kentucky  

Texas  

Louisiana  

547,014 

104 

Utah  

Maine  

Virginia  

Maryland  

1,119,896 
2,450,411 
2',  154,802 
1,511,916 
3,344,092 

Washington  

Massachusetts  

Wisconsin  

Michigan  

Wyoming  

Minnesota  

Missouri  

Total  |* 

Barrels 


276,567 

412,924 

14,515 

279,124 

3,278,613 

9,850 

12,732,529 

4,844,239 

55 

106,260 

7,634,211 

650,775 

812 

43,403 

48,548 

706,910 

139,112 

153,806 

468,073 

4,525,027 

19,332 


58,633,624 


*Includes  69,116  barrels  removed  from  breweries  for  export  free  of  tax. 


FERMENTED  LIQUORS  PRODUCED  IN  PROHIBITION  AND 
LICENSE  STATES 


The  Prohibition  States  Prior  to  January  1,  1916 


STATE 

Population 

1910 

No.  Barrels 
Beer 

Produced 

1916 

No.  Bbls.  Beer 
Produced  1916 
per  100,000 
Population 

Alabama  

2,138,093 

000 

00 

Arizona  

204,354 

2,510 

1,228 

Georgia  

2,609,121 

80,387 

3,091 

Kansas  

1,690,949 

00 

00 

Maine  

742,371 

104 

14 

Mississippi  

1,797,114 

00 

00 

North  Carolina  

2,206,28  7 

00 

00 

North  Dakota  

577,056 

00 

00  ' 

Oklahoma  . 

1,657,155 

55 

3.2 

Tennessee  

2,184,789 

48,548 

2,223 

West  Virginia  

1,221,119 

'00 

00 

Total  | 

17,028,408  1 

131,604  | 

772 

The  Near-I 

Prohibition  States 

States  in  each  of  which  more  than  50 

per  cent  of  the  popula- 

tion  was  under  Prohibition  prior  to  January  1,  1916. 

No.  Barrels 

No.  Bbls.  Beer 

STATE 

Population 

Beer 

Produced  1916 

1910 

Produced 

per  100,000 

1916 

Population 

Arkansas  | 

1,574,449 

6,004 

318 

Colorado  1 

| 799,024 

163,544 

20,467 

Florida  | 

752,619 

28,218 

3,749 

i 
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Idaho  

325,594 

11,830 

3,633 

Indiana  

2,700,876 

1,436,099 

53,171 

Iowa  

2,224,771 

210,498 

9,461 

Kentucky  

2,289,905  * 

672,417 

29,364 

Louisiana  

1,656,388 

547,014 

33,024 

Minnesota  

2,075,708 

1,511,916 

72,838 

Missouri  

3,2*93,335 

3,344,092 

101,541 

Nebraska  

1,192,214 

412,924 

34,635 

New  Hampshire  . 

430,572 

279,124 

64,594 

South  Carolina  

1,515,400 

812 

53.5 

South  Dakota  

583,888 

43,403 

7,433 

Texas  

3,896,542 

706,910 

18,142 

Utah 

373,351 

139,112 

37,260 

Vermont  

355,956 

00 

00 

Virginia  

2,061,612 

153,806 

7,460 

Total  | 28,102,204  | 9,667,723  | 34,402' 


The  Partially  License  States 


States  in  each  of  which  more  than  25  per  cent  but  less  than 
50  per  cent  of  the  population  was  under  Prohibition  prior  to 
January  1,  1916. 


STATE 

Population 

1910 

No.  Barrels 
Beer 

Produced 

1916 

No.  Bbls.  Beer 
Produced  1916 
per  100,000 
Population 

California  

2,377,549 

202,322 

5,638,591 

1,295,346 

3,366,416 

2,810,173 

4,767,121 

672,765 

1,141,990 

2,333,860 

145,965 

1,382,589 

132,530 

5,955,231 

1,119,896 

2,450,411 

2,154,802* 

4,844,239 

106,260 

468,073 

4,525,027 

19,332 

58,152 

65,504 

105,614 

86,455 

72,789 

76,678 

101,617 

15,794 

40,987 

193,856 

13,243 

Delaware  

Illinois  

Maryland  

Massachusetts  

Michigan  

Ohio  

Oregon  

Washington  

Wisconsin  

Wyoming  

Total  | 24,752,098  | 23,158,390 

93,561 

The  License  States 

States  in  each  of  which  less  than  25  per  cent  of  the  population 
was  under  Prohibition  prior  to  January  1,  1916. 


STATE 

Population 

1910 

No.  Barrels 
Beer 

Produced 

1916 

No.  Bbls.  Beer 
Produced  1916 
per  100,000 
Population 

Connecticut  

1,114,756 

909,114 

81,552 

District  of  Columbia 

331,069 

122,285 

39,957 

Montana  

376,053 

2*76,567 

74,077 

Nevada  

81,875 

14,515 

17,728 

New  Jersey  

2,537,167 

3,278,613 

125,282 

New  Mexico  

327,301 

9,850 

3,009 

New  York  * 

9,113,614 

12,732,529 

139,707 

Pennsylvania  

7,6 65,111 

7,634,211 

99,597 

Rhode  Island  

542,610 

650,775 

119,932 

Total  

22,089,556  | 

25,628,459  | 

116,020 
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Unlike  the  production  of  distilled  liquors,  which  is  confined 
largely  to  certain  sections  of  the  United  States,  the  location  of 
breweries  and  beer  production  depends  largely  upon  the  consump- 
tion of  fermented  liquors  in  the  state,  city,  county  or  general  sub- 
division. Where  the  demand  for  beer  is  great  breweries  naturally 
spring  into  existence,  since  beer  can  be  manufactured  in  one  sec- 
tion of  the  country  practically  as  well  as  in  any  other  section. 

The  above  comparative  tables  show  that  the  average  number 
of  barrels  of  beer  produced  in  the  11  Prohibition  states  during  the 
year  1916,  per  100,000  population,  was  772.  In  the  near-Prohibition 
states  the  production  per  100,000  population  was  34,402  barrels.  In 
the  partially  license  states  it  was  93,561  barrels,  while  in  the 
license  states  it  was  116,020  barrels. 

While  the  above  tables  deal  entirely  with  production  rather 
than  consumption,  yet  the  tables  are  very  significant  as  showing 
the  very  large  production  of  fermented  liquors  in  the  states  having 
the  largest  opportunity  for  retail  trade  in  such  liquors. 

These  figures,  moreover,  tend  to  show  to  a certain  extent  the 
reason  for  the  seeming  increase  in  consumption  of  intoxicating 
liquors  for  the  United  States  each  year  in  spite  of  the  constantly 
increasing  Prohibition  territory.  The  analysis  of  these  figures  as 
compared  with  similar  figures  covering  each  state  in  other  years, 
shows  that  while  in  states  where  Prohibition  prevails  the  produc- 
tion and  consumption  of  liquors  has  been  constantly  decreasing, 
nevertheless,  in  states  where  the  traffic  has  not  been  restricted 
there  is  a constant  and  alarming  increase  in  the  per  capita  con- 
sumption of  liquors. 

The  case  of  New  York  state  in  this  particular  is  worthy  of 
consideration.  The  breweries  of  New  York  state  are  not  so  famous 
throughout  the  nation  as  such  other  breweries  as  those  in  Mil- 
waukee and  in  St.  Louis.  It  is  very  conservative,  therefore,  to 
assume  that  the  people  of  the  state  of  New  York  import  from  out- 
side the  state  for  consumption  more  beer  of  brands  made  else- 
where than  is  exported  from  New  York  state  to  be  consumed  else- 
where. But  estimating  the  exportation  of  New  York  made  beer 
to  be  as  large  as  the  importation  into  New  York  of  beer  made  else- 
where, the  annual  consumption  of  beer  in  New  York  state  would 
be  as  indicated  in  the  above  tables,  12,732,529  barrels  for  the  year 
1916,  or  more  than  one  and  one-third  barrels  for  every  man, 
woman  and  child  in  the  state,  while  the  reports  of  the  Internal 
Revenue  Department  also  show  that  the  average  per  capita  con- 
sumption of  beer,  taking  the  United  States  as  a whole,  is  less  than 
two -thirds  of  a barrel  per  capita. 


COMPARATIVE  PRODUCTION  OF  FERMENTED  LIQUORS 
IN  PROHIBITION  AND  LICENSE  STATES 

Bbls.  of  Beer  produced  in  Prohibition  states  (1916)  per  100,000  pop.,  772. 

Bbls.  of  Beer  produced  in  Near-Prohibition  states  (1916)  per  100,000  pop.,  34,402. 
Bbls.  of  Beer  produced  in  Part’ly  License  states  (1916)  per  100,000  pop.,  93,561. 


Bbls.  of  Beer  produced  in  License  states  (1916)  per  100,000  pop.,  116,020. 
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STATISTICAL  TABLES 

CONSUMPTION  OF  DISTILLED  LIQUORS 


The  following  table  shows  the  amount  of  domestic  and  im- 
ported distilled  liquors  consumed  in  the  United  States  during  each 
year  for  the  past  76  years: 

DISTILLED  SPIRITS  CONSUMED  IN  THE  UNITED  STATES, 
1840-1916 


FISCAL  YEAR 

Domestic  Spirits 
Consumed(a) 

Imported 
for  Con- 
sumption 
(Proof 
Gallons) 

Total(b) 

(Proof 

Gallons) 

From  Fruit 
(Proof 
Gallons) 

All  Others 
(Proof 
Gallons) 

1840  

(C) 

40,378,090 

2,682,794 

43,060,884 

1850  

(C) 

46,768,083 

5,065,390 

51,833,473 

1860  

(C) 

83,904,258 

6,064,393 

89,968,651 

1870  

1,223,830 

77,266,368 

1,405,510 

79,895,708 

1871-80(c)  

1,438,179 

58,950,489 

1,643,416 

62,032,085 

1881-90(c)  

1,323,579 

73,521,253 

1,530,376 

76,375,208 

1891  

1,219,436 

88,335,483 

1,602,646 

91,157,565 

1892  

.1,961,062 

94,161,107 

1,179,671 

97,301,840 

1893  

1,687,541 

98,202,790 

1,397,422 

101,287,753 

1894  

1,430,553 

88,046,771 

1,063,885 

90,541,209 

1895  

1,102,703 

76,055,500 

1,496,860 

78,655,063 

1896  

1,440,810’ 

67,743,431 

1,541,504 

70,725,745 

1897  

1,146,131 

69,653,106 

2,230,711 

73,029,948 

1898  

1,411,448  . 

79,266,860 

915,985 

81,594,293 

1899  

1,306,218 

84,739,631 

1,387,593 

87,433,442 

1900  

1,386,361 

94,265,035 

1,705,468 

97,356,864 

1901  

1,509,271 

100,004,878 

1,941,189 

103,455,338 

1902  

1,403,204 

104,140,707 

2,182,230 

107,726,141 

1903  

1,515,072 

113,715,776 

2,439,106 

117,669,954 

1904  

1,637,331 

116,794,496 

2,655,560 

121,087,387 

1905  

1,595,021 

116,544,802 

2,729,826* 

120,869,649 

1906  

1,781,643 

122,961,612 

3,108,328 

127,851,583 

1907  

1,993,688 

134,308,693 

3,782,055 

140,084,436’ 

1908  

1,670,031 

119,951,185 

3,758,098 

125,379,314 

1909  

1,850,700 

114,913,702 

4,365,634 

121,130,036 

1910  

2,204,184 

126,593,951 

4,340,549 

133,138,684 

1911  

2,434,045 

132,315,123 

3,836,821 

138,585,989 

1912  

| 2,449,331 

| 133,502,079 

3,544,921 

139,496,331 

1913  

| 2,801,767  | 

140,521,880 

4,121,981 

147,745,628 

1914  

j 2,704,752 

136,521,805 

4,220,670 

143,447,227 

1915  

j 2,516,054 

121,690,596 

2,952,448 

127,159,098 

1916  

| 2,984,743 

| 133,267,803 

3,706,186 

139,958,732 

(a)  Since  1885  includes  domestic  spirits  exported  and  returned. 

(b)  Does  not  include  data  with  respect  to  commerce  between  the  United 
States  and  insular  possessions  from  1901  to  date. 

(c)  Average  for  the  period. 
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The  consumption  of  wines  in  the  United  States  has  been 
gradually  increasing  until  the  past  five  years,  the  figures  showing 
a decided  check  in  the  wine  consumption,  due  to  various  causes, 
The  following  table  gives  the  amount  of  domestic  and  im- 
ported wines  consumed  in  the  United  States  during  each  year  for 
the  past  76  years: 

WINES  CONSUMED  IN  THE  UNITED  STATES,  1840-1916 


YEAR 

Domestic  (a) 
Gallons 

Imported  for 
Consumption 
Gallons 

Total(b) 

Gallons 

1840  

124,734 

4,748,362 

4,873,096 

1850  

221,249 

6,095,122 

6,316,371 

1860  

1,860,008 

8,944,679 

10,804,687 

1870  

3,059,518 

9,165,549 

12,225,067 

1871-80(c)  

13,781,774 

7,077,921 

20,859,695 

1881-90(c)  

22,484,024 

5,034,849 

27,518,873 

1891  

23,736,232 

5,347,077 

29,083,309 

1892  

23,033,493 

5,231,134 

28,264,627 

1893  

26,391,235 

5,245,156 

31,636,391 

1894  

18,040,385 

3,842,455 

21,882,840 

1895  

16,589,657 

4,274,220 

20,863,877 

1896  

14,599,757 

4,101,648 

18,701,405 

1897  

33,940,319 

4,331,159 

38,271,478 

1898  

17,453,684 

3,114,339 

20,568,023 

1899  

22,835,587 

3,524,912 

26,360,499 

1900  

26,242,492 

3,745,975 

29,988,467 

1901  

24,008,380 

4,388,140 

28,396,520 

1902  

44,743,815 

5,020,105 

49,763,920 

1903  

32,634,293 

5,604,525 

38,238,818 

1904  

37,538,799 

5,772,418 

43,311,217 

1905  

29,369,408 

5,690,309 

35,059,717 

1906  ' 

39,847,044 

6,638,179 

46,485,223 

1907  

50,079,283 

7,659,565 

57,738,848 

1908  

44,421,269 

7,700,377 

52,121,646 

1909  

53,609,995 

8,169,554 

61,779,549 

1910  

50,684,343 

9,863,735 

60,548,078 

1911  

56,655,006 

7,204,226 

63,859,232 

1912  

50,619,880 

5,804,831 

56,424,711 

1913  

48,683,849 

6,643,612  | 

55,327,461 

1914  

44,973,643 

7,444,787  | 

| 52,418,430 

1915  

27,255,690 

5,656,219  | 

32,911,909 

1916  

42,229,206 

! 5,357,939  | 

! 47,587,14.5 

(a)  Product  less  domestic  exports. 

(b)  Does  not  include  data  with  respect  to  commerce  between  the  United 
States  and  insular  possessions  from  1901  to  date. 

(c)  Average  for  the  period. 
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The  above  table  shows  that  the  consumption  of  wines  in  the 
United  States  is  on  the  decline,  the  amount  consumed  in  1916 
being  less  than  the  amount  consumed  in  1907  and  less  than  any 
year  since  1907  except  1915. 

CONSUMPTION  OF  MALT  LIQUORS 

The  following  table  shows  the  amount  of  domestic  and  im- 
ported malt  liquors  consumed  in  the  United  States  during  each 
year  for  the  past  76  years: 

MALT  LIQUORS  CONSUMED  IN  THE  UNITED  STATES, 
1840-1916 


FISCAL  YEAR 

Domestic(a) 
(Proof  Gallons) 

Imported  for 
Consumption 
(Proof  Gals.) 

Total(b) 
Consumed 
(Proof  Gallons) 

1840 

23,162,571 

148,272 

23,310,843 

1850 

36,361,708 

201,301 

36,563,009 

1860 

100,225,879 

1,120,790 

101,346,669 

1870 

203,743,401 

1,012,755 

204,756,156 

1871-80 (c) 

308,197,473 

1,469,185 

309,666,658 

1881-90  (c) 

645,092,353 

2', 088, 012  ' 

647,180,365 

1891 

944,178,621 

3,051,898  ' 

947,230,519 

1892 

986,329,023 

2,980,809 

989,309,832 

1893 

1,071,078,562 

3,362,509 

1,074,441,071 

1894 

1,033,082,586 

2,940,949 

1,036,023,535 

1895 

1,040,000,419 

3,033,067 

1,043,033,486 

1896 

1,110,165,435 

3,300,531 

1,113,465,9  66 

1897 

1,066,637,650 

3,002,558 

1,069,640,208 

1898 

1,162,042,753 

2,457,348 

1,164,500,101 

1899 

1,133,583,481 

2,797,427 

1,136,380,908 

1900 

1,219,070,196 

3,316,908 

1,222,387,104 

1901 

1,255,464,062 

3,596,382 

1,259,060,444 

1902 

1,378,6151,954 

3,707,222 

1,382,369,176 

1903 

1,446,103,812 

4,204,538 

1,450,308,350 

1904 

1,494,541,140 

4,837,075 

1,499,378,215 

1905 

1,533,325,442' 

5,201,168 

1,538,526,610 

1906 

1,694,458,014 

5,963,207 

1,700,421,221 

1907 

1,815,141,683 

7,171,842 

1,822,313,525 

1908 

1,821,418,322 

7,314,126 

1,828,732,448 

1909 

1,745,523,769 

7,110,657 

1,752,634,426 

1910 

1,844,065,029 

7,301,629 

1,851,666,658 

1911 

1,959,671,296 

7,240,458 

1,966,911,754 

1912 

1,925,361,507 

7,169,677 

1,932,531,184 

1913 : 

2,022,678,149 

7,6 69,223 

2,030,347,372 

1914 

2,049,236,412 

7,170,696 

2,056,407,108  ' 

1915 

1,852,136,960 

3,387,324 

1,855, 52’4, 284 

1916 

1,815,686,133 

2,580,315 

1,818,266,448 

(a)  Product  less  domestic  export. 

(b)  Does  not  include  the  data  with  respect  to  commerce  between  the 
United  States  and  insular  possessions  from  1901  to  date. 

(c)  Average  for  the  period. 


PER  CAPITA  CONSUMPTION  OF  ALL  LIQUORS 

The  following  table,  which  shows  the  per  capita  consumption 
of  spirits,  wines  and  malt  liquors  during  each  year  for  the  past 
76  years,  furnishes  the  only  statistics  by  which  anything  like  a 
just  and  reasonable  estimate  can  be  made  as  to  the  increase  in 
liquor  consumption  in  the  United  States.  These  statistics  are 
published  in  the  Statistical  Abstract  of  the  United  States  and 
are  taken  from  the  official  census  reports  of  the  federal  govern- 
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ment.  In  compiling  these  statistics  the  gradual  increase  in  the 
population  is  taken  into  account  year  by  year.  While  these  statis- 
tics do  not  show  absolutely  the  per  capita  consumption  of  liquor, 
they  present  the  most  accurate  estimate  of  such  consumption  that 
it  is  possible  to  make: 


CONSUMPTION  OF  ALL  LIQUORS  IN  THE  UNITED  STATES, 
1840-1916 


YEAR 

Total  Consump- 
tion of  Wines 
and  Liquors 
Gallons 

Tota 

Distilled 

Spirits 

(b) 

P.  Gals. 

1 Consul 

Wines 

(c) 

P.  Gals. 

nption  Pe 

Malt 

Liquors 

(c) 

P.  Gals. 

iv  Capita 
All 

Liquors 
and  Wines 
(c) 

P.  Gals. 

1840 

71,244,823 

2.52 

0.29 

1.36 

4.17 

1850 

94,712,853 

2.24 

.27 

1.58 

4.08 

1860 

202,120,007 

2.86 

.34 

3.22 

6.43 

1870 

296,876,931 

2.07 

.32 

5.31 

7.70 

1871-80  (a) 

392,558,432 

1.39 

.47 

6.93 

8.79 

1881-90  (a) 

751,074,446 

1.34 

.48 

11.38 

13.21 

1891 

1,067,471,393 

1.43 

.46 

14.84 

16.72 

1892’ 

1,114,876,299 

1.49 

.43 

15.20 

17.13 

1893 

1,207,365,215 

1.52 

.48 

16.19 

18.20 

1894 

1,148,447,584 

1.34 

.32 

15.32 

16.98 

1895 

1,142,552,426 

1.14 

.30 

15.13 

16.57 

1896. 

1,202,893,116 

1.01 

.27 

15.85 

17.12 

1897 

1,180,941,634 

1.02 

.53 

14.94 

16.50 

1898 

1,266,662,41 7 

1.12 

.28 

15.96 

17.37 

1899 

1,250,174,849 

1.18 

.35 

15.30 

16.82 

1900 • 

1,349,732,435 

1.28 

.39 

16.09 

17.76 

1901 

1,390,912,302 

1.31 

.36 

15.98 

17.65 

1902 

1,539,859,237 

1.34 

.61 

17.18 

19.14 

1903 

1,606,217,122 

1.43 

.47 

17.67 

19.57 

1904 

1,663,776,829 

1.45 

.52 

17.91 

19.87 

1905 

1,694,455,9  76 

1.42 

.41 

18.02 

19.85 

1906 

1,874,758,027 

1.47 

.53 

19.54 

21.55 

1907 

2,020,136,809 

1.58 

.65 

20.56 

22.79 

1908 

2,006,233,408 

1.39 

.58 

20.26 

22.22 

1909 

1,935,544,011 

1.32 

.67 

19.07 

21.06 

1910 

2,045,353,420 

1.42 

.65 

20.09 

22.19 

1911 

2,169,356,975 

1.46 

.67 

20.66 

22.79 

1912 

2,128,452,226 

1.44 

.58 

19.96 

21.98 

1913 

2,233,420,461 

1.50 

.56 

20.62 

22.68 

1914 

2,252,272,765 

1.43 

.52 

20.54 

22.50 

1915 

2,015,595,291 

1.25 

.32 

18.24 

19.80 

1916 

2,005,812,325 

1.35 

.46 

17.59 

19.40 

(a)  Average  for  the  period. 

(b)  Since  1885  includes  domestic  spirits  exported  and  returned. 

(c)  Product  less  domestic  export. 


The  above  table  shows  that  the  per  capita  consumption  of 
liquors  reached  the  highest  mark  in  1907.  Several  states  adopted 
Prohibition  in  1907,  and  a large  number  of  counties  in  other  states 
voted  no-license  during  1908  and  1909.  This  was  sufficient  to 
offset  the  natural  increased  consumption  in  the  large  cities  and 
license  areas,  and  in  addition  to  decrease  the  average. 

It  should  be  remembered  in  this  connection  that  the  constantly 
increasing  efficiency  of  the  law  enforcement  organization  in  the 
Internal  Revenue  Department  of  the  government  has  a tendency  in 
itself  to  show  a small  increase  in  the  consumption  of  intoxicants. 
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TEMPERANCE  ADVANCE  AND  INCREASED  CONSUMPTION 
OF  INTOXICATING  LIQUORS 

Enemies  of  the  temperance  movement  point  to  the  continued 
increase  in  the  consumption  of  intoxicating  liquors  in  the  United 
States  as  evidence  of  the  failure  of  Prohibition  laws  to  curtail 
the  amount  of  liquors  consumed.  The  ridiculousness  of  such  an 
argument  or  such  a claim  is  readily  shown  by  the  statistical 
reports  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Department  of  the  United  States 
government. 

In  1870  the  per  capita  consumption  of  all  intoxicating  liquors 
in  the  United  States  was  7.7  gallons;  in  1890  the  per  capita  con- 
sumption was  15.53  gallons,  showing  an  increase  during  the  20 
years  of  a little  more  than  100  per  cent.  For  the  20  years  follow- 
ing 1890,  or  from  1890  to  1910,  the  per  capita  consumption  in- 
creased from  15.53  to  21.86,  or  not  quite  41  per  cent. 

If  the  same  rate  of  increase  had  continued  during  the  20 
years  following  1890  as  prevailed  during  the  20  years  preceding 
1890,  the  per  capita  consumption  of  all  liquors  in  the  United 
States  in  1910  would  have  been  31.06  gallons,  while  as  a matter 
of  fact  it  was  21.86  gallons.  That  is  to  say,  had  the  total  popula- 
tion of  the  United  States  been  living  in  license  territory  under 
the  direct  influence  of  the  liquor  traffic  in  1890,  and  had  one-third 
of  the  entire  population  freed  itself  of  the  curse  of  the  liquor 
traffic  during  the  20  years  following  1890,  and  had  the  same  ratio 
of  increase  in  consumption  of  liquors  continued  among  the  people 
who,  during  the  same  20  years,  continued  to  live  under  the  direct 
influence  of  the  liquor  traffic,  this  falling-off  in  what  would  other- 
wise naturally  have  been  the  per  capita  consumption  in  1910, 
would  have  just  about  equaled  the  difference  between  31.06  gallons 
and  21.86  gallons. 

As  a matter  of  fact,  this  difference  shows  the  result  of  the 
adoption  of  no-license  laws  on  the  per  capita  consumption  of  in- 
toxicating liquors.  In  1890  about  25  per  cent  of  the  population 
of  the  United  States  was  living  in  no-license  territory.  In  1910 
about  50  per  cent  of  the  population  of  the  United  States  was 
living  in  no-license  territory,  so  that  the  increase  in  the  popula- 
tion under  no-license  from  1890-  to  1910  was  in  reality  just  about 
one-third  of  the  proportionate  population  which  in  1890  was 
living  under  license.  In  other  words,  the  proportionate  population 
living  under  the  direct  influence  of  the  liquor  traffic  in  1890  was 
decreased  33  1-3  per  cent  during  the  20  years  following  1890,  while 
the  consumption  of  intoxicating  liquors  for  1910  was  30  per  cent 
less  than  it  would  have  been  in  1910  had  the  same  rate  of  in- 
crease continued  for  the  20  years  following  1890  as  prevailed  for 
the  20  years  preceding  1890.  # 

It  is  a well-known  fact  that  the  present  anti-liquor  move- 
ment did  not  really  begin  to  secure  tangible  results  until  after 
the  year  1900.  Indeed,  the  greatest  Prohibition  victories  have 
taken  place  since  1907,  and  in  this  connection  it  is  worthy  of 
notice  that  at  no  time  since  1907  has  the  per  capita  consumption 
of  intoxicating  liquors  in  the  United  States  been  larger  than  it 
was  that  year,  in  spite  of  the  large  increase  in  population. 
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INCREASE  IN  THE  PER  CAPITA  CONSUMPTION  OF  ALL 
LIQUORS  DURING  THE  LAST  FIFTY-SIX  YEARS 

1860  1870  1880  1890  1900  1910 


The  above  diagram  shows  the  average  yearly  increase  in  per 
capita  consumption  of  liquors  for  the  first  three  decades,  and  the 
actual  yearly  per  capita  consumption  for  the  last  two  decades. 
It  will  be  observed  that  the  per  capita  consumption  increased  as 
much  in  the  ten  years  preceding  1890  as  it  has  during  the  entire 
26  years  since  1890. 


CONSUMPTION  OF  SPIRITS,  MALT  LIQUORS  AND  WINES  IN  THE  U.  S.,  IN  GALLONS 
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CONSUMPTION  OF  MALT  LIQUORS,  WINE  AND  ALCOHOL 
IN  PRINCIPAL  COUNTRIES,  IN  GALLONS^ 


Countries 

Year 

Malt 

Liquors 

United  States  

1914 

2.053.457.000 

1.508.358.000 

269.533.000 

1.817.968.000 

418.500.000 

United  Kingdom  

1913 

Russia  

1910 

Germany  

1913 

France  

1912 

Spain  

1912 

Belgium  

1912 

446.422.000 

19.126.000 

563.978.000 

70.216.000 

13.500.000 

61.499.000 

Italy  

1912 

Austria  

1912 

Sweden  

1912 

Norway  

1913 

Denmark  

1912 

Portugal  

1909 

Netherlands  

1913 

46.893.000 
$82,051,000 

88.365.000 

4.914.000 

3.196.000 

Switzerland  

1912 

Hungary  

1912 

Roumania  

1909 

Bulgaria  

1909 

Wine 


Alcohol 


52.418.000 

13.705.000 


55.467.000 

1.758.900.000 

350.343.000 

8.453.000 

1.125.366.000 

1129.126.000 

819,000 

1.030.000 

1.004.000 

146.271.000 

2.052.000 
62', 344,000 

53.838.000 

33.682.000 

34.870.000 


*146,397,000 

43.538.000 

229,722,000 

98.863.000 

80.096.000 


12)812,000 

12.046.000 
$54,657,000 

10.065.000 

2.338.000 

6.842.000 


8.483.000 

3.857.000 

143,667,000 

6.657.000 

581,000 


Note. — Quantities  of  alcohol  are  stated  in  U.  S.  proof  gallons  (at  50%). 
*Distilled  spirits.  tYear  1911.  tYear  1910.  ||Year  1909.  jfLater  data  of 
foreign  countries  not  available  because  of  war. 


WINE  PRODUCTION  OF  THE  WORLD 

The  following  table  shows  estimates  of  wine  production  in 
gallons  by  the  principal  Avine-producing  countries  according  to 
the  French  publication  Moniteur  Yinicole,  and  is  for  the  year  1915: 


Countries 

France  

Italy  

Spain^  

Algeria  

Argentine  Republic  . . 

Russia  

Chile  

Portugal  

Roumania  

Greece  and  Islands... 

Hungary  

United  States  

Germany  

Austria  • 

Switzerland  

Bulgaria  

Brazil  

Turkey  and  Cyprus . . . 


Gallons 


Countries 


Gallons 


538,930,390 

Tunis  

501,923,000 

Australia  

266,811,700 

Uruguay  

135,757,518 

Cape  of  Good  Hope.... 

127,409,191 

Peru  

105,668,000 

Serbia  

105,668,000 

Bolivia  

89,817,800 

Corsica  

58,117,400 

Azores,  Canaries  and 

52,834,000 

Madeira  

52,834,000 

Canada  

39,625,500 

Mexico  

33,021,250 

Persia  

26,417,000 

Egypt  

23,009,207 

Luxemburg  

19,812,750 

13,208,500 

Total  

13,2'08,500 

Total  for  1914 

13,049,998 

7,925,100 

5,943,825 

4,622,975 

4,622,975 

3,962,550 

1,981,275 

1,107,506 

924,595 

475,506 

198,127 

39,625 

39,625 

26,417 

2,248,993,805 

4,276,295,485 
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(Table  prepared  by  Alfred  F.  Osborn,  of  Osborn’s  Annual  Guide  to  Agencies.) 

Bass’s  Ales  . . v 7 Vz  % 

Guinness  Stout  7'j4  to  8% 

Lager  Beer  from  3 to  4^%,  but  sometimes  slightly  under  3%  and  over  4^%. 
French  Brandy  in  bottles  generally  from  45%  to  49%,  but  very  old 

sometimes  as  low  as  40% 

Burgundy,  red  and  white 12  to  13% 

Hungarian  Wines,  red  and  white  (dry) •, 11  to  13% 

Tokay  (Hungarian),  sweet  16  to  20% 

Champagne  and  other  sparkling  wines,  foreign  and  domestic 12  to  13% 

French  Claret  11  to  12%  ) 

Sauternes  about  11%  ( These  are 

Rhine  Wines  11  to  13%  f known  as 

Moselles  10  to  12%  ) dry  wines. 

Oporto  Port  Wine  from  . 18  to  21%  A 

Sherry  from  18  to  21%  I These  are 

Madeira  from  19  to  20%  > known  as 

Marsala  from  18  to  21%  i sweet  wines. 

Tarragona  Port  from  19  to  20%  J 

Italian  Chianti  and  other  dry  wines 11  to  13% 

California  Wines:  Claret,  Sauternes,  Chianti  and  Rhine  Wine  types,  11 

to  13%;  Sherry,  Port,  Muscat  and  Angelica  about.....* 20% 

Amer  Picon  2 3 % 

Bonal  16% 

Byrrh  Wine  20% 

Dubonnet  Wine  18% 

French  Vermouth  18  to  19% 

Italian  Vermouth  15% 

(Cordials)  Benedictine  43% 

Liqueur  Peres  Chartreuse,  yellow,  43%;  green  55% 

Anissette  about  25  to  30%  'N 

Creme  de  Menth  about 35%  | Various 

Curacao  about  40%  \ brands  vary 

Maraschino  about  20  to  30%  ( in  alcoholic 

Apricot  Liqueur  25  to  40%  strength. 

Sloe  Gin  25  to  30%  J 

Bitters:  Arp  32%,  Angostura  45%,  Bisleri  30%,  Boker’s  42'%  Boonekamp 
50%,  Fernet  Branca,  49%. 

Kummel  40  to  42% 

Dry  Gin  7 45  to  48% 

Old  Tom  Gin  j in  bottles. 

Scotch  and  Irish  Whisky  45  to  48  % (mostly  46%)  in  bottle. 

Ron  Bacardi  46% 

N?wriEngSiSRum  } When  bottled  in  bond  for  consumption  in  U.  S„  50%. 
Blended  American  Whisky  in  bottle,  45  to  47%. 

Blended  American  Whisky  in  barrel,  45  to  50%. 

Applejack  or  Apple  Brandy,  50%. 
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MANUFACTURES  IN  THEIR  RELATION  TO  PROHIBITION 
AND  LICENSE 


The  Prohibition  States  Prior  to  January  1,  1915 


STATE 

Average 
No.  Wage 
Earners  1914 

Per  Cent 
Increase 
in  10  Years 

Value  of 
Products 
1914 

Per  Cent 
Increase 
in  10  Years 

Georgia  

104,461 

12.6 

$ 253,271,000 

67.6 

Kansas  

41,259 

15.9 

323,234,000 

63.0 

Maine  

82,149 

9.6 

200,450,000 

39.1 

Mississippi  

46,702 

20.7 

79,550,000 

38.4 

North  Carolina 

136,844 

' 60.3 

289,412,000 

103.0 

North  Dakota 

3,275 

86.6 

21,147,000 

106.9 

Oklahoma  

17,443 

219.7 

102,006,000 

317.0 

Tennessee  

74,373 

22.7 

212,071,000 

53.7 

West  Virginia 

71,078 

62.4 

193,512,000 

95.4 

Total  | 

577,584 

31.6 

|$1, 674, 653, 000  | 

| 73.5 

The  Near- Prohibition  States 

States  in  each  of  which  more  than  50  per  cent  of  the  popula- 
tion was  under  Prohibition  prior  to  January  1,  1915. 


STATE 

Average 
No.  Wage 
Earners  1914 

Per  Cent 
Increase* 
in  10  Years 

Value  of 
Products 
1914 

Per  Cent 
Increase 
in  10  Years 

Alabama  

78,717 

41,979 

27,278 

55,608 

8,919 

197,503 

63,113 

64,586 

77,665 

92,834 

25,144 

78,993 

71,914 

3,788 

74,853 

32,704 

102,82’0 

26.6 

$ 178,798,000 

83.940.000 

136.839.000 

81.112.000 

28.454.000 

730.795.000 

310.750.000 

230.249.000 

255.313.000 

493.354.000 

221.616.000 

182.844.000 

138.891.000 

24.139.000 

63.7 



26.8 

55.8 

C'  nlnradr*  

25.0 

36.6 

E]r>i-idf1  

32.0 

61.2 

Idaho  

191.3 

224.4 

Indiana  

2'8.1 

85.6 

Tn^ya  

27.6 

93.5 

Kentucky  

8.0 

44.1 

Louisiana  

39.0 

36.9 

Minnesota  

33.3 

60.1 

Nebraska 

24.1 

43.0 

New  Hampshire 

20.8 

47.9 

South  Carolina  

19.3 

74.9 

South  Dakota 

53.0 

84.4 

T exas  

52.5 

361,279,000 

76,991,000 

140.0 

Vermont  

*1.2 

22.0 

Virginia  | 

28.0 

264,039,000 

77.3 

Total  | 

| 1,098,418 

27.5 

|$3, 799, 403, 000  | 

67.9 

* Decrease. 


The  Partially  License  States 


States  in  each  of  which  more  than  25  per  cent  but  less  than 
50  per  cent  of  the  population  was  under  Prohibition  prior  to 
January  1,  1915. 


STATE 

Average 
No.  Wage 
Earners  1914 

Per  Cent 
Increase 
in  10  Years 

Value  of 
Products 
1914 

Per  Cent 
Increase 
in  10  Years 

California  

139,481 

22,155 

506,943 

111,585 

606,698 

271,090 

152,182 

510,435 

28,829 

13,894 

38.9 

$ 712,801,000 

56.035.000 

2.247.323.000 

377.749.000 

1.641.373.000 

1.086.163.000 

637.952.000 
1,782', 808, 000 

109.762.000 

87.112.000 

94.1 

Delaware  

19.8 

36.1 

Illinois  

33.6 

59.3 

Maryland  

18.4 

55.2 

Massachusetts  

24.2 

46.0 

Michigan  

54.7 

153.1 

Missouri  

14.2 

45.3 

Ohio  

40.1 

85.5 

Oregon  

55.6 

97.6 

Utah  

72.5 

123.7 
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Washington  

, ...1  67,205  1 

48.6 

1 245,326,000  1 

90.4 

Wisconsin  

. ...  194,310 

21.7 

695, 172', 000 

69.8 

Wyoming  . . 

| 2,989  | 

63.5 

| 11,224,000  | 

218.5 

Total  

. ...|  2,62  7,796  | 

3 2'.  8 

|$9, 690, 800, 000  | 

71.4 

The  License  States 

States  in  each  of  which  less  than  25  per  cent  of  the  population  was  under 
Prohibition  prior  to  January  1,  1915. 


STATE 

Average 
No.  Wage 
Earners  1914 

Per  Cent 
Increase 
in  10  Years 

Value  of 
Products 
1914 

Per  Cent 
Increase 
in  10  Years 

Arizona  

6,898 

43.9 

$ 64,090,000 

128.2 

Connecticut  

226,264 

24.5 

545,472,000 

47.7 

District  of  Columbia. . . . 

8,877 

40.9 

28,978,000 

57.2 

Montana  

13,704 

52.9 

84,446,000 

27.1 

Nevada  

3,655 

355.7 

16,083,000 

419.4 

New  Jersey  

373,605 

40.2 

1,406,633,000 

81,6 

New  Mexico  

3,776 

8.5 

9,320,000 

63.3 

New  York  

1,057,857 

23.3 

3,814,661,000 

53.3 

Pennsylvania  

924,478 

21.1 

2,832,350,000 

49.9 

Rhode  Island 

113,425 

16.5 

279,546,000 

38.3 

Total  | .2,732,539  | ' 24.7  [$9,081,579,000  [ 54.4 


INCREASE  IN  WAGES  PAID  TO  LABOR  IN  PROHIBITION 
AND  LICENSE  STATES 

The  following  tables  show  the  increase  in  the  amount  of  wages  paid  to  labor 
in  all  the  states  during  the  10-year  period  covered  by  the  last  United  States 
Census.  The  list  of  Prohibition  states  in  the  tables  includes  simply  those  states 
that  were  under  Prohibition  prior  to  January  1,  1915: 


The  Prohibition  States  Prior  to  January  1,  1915 


STATE 

Total  Wages 
Paid  in  1904 

Total  Wages 
Paid  in  1914 

Per  Cent 
Increase 

Georgia  

$ 27,393,000 

$ 38,128,000 

38.8 

Kansas  

18,883,000 

25,970,000 

37.0 

Maine  

32,692,000 

43,254,000 

32.3 

Mississippi  

14,819,000 

19,177,000 

29.4 

North  Carolina  

21,375,000 

46,039,000 

115.4 

North  Dakota  

1,032,000 

2,416,000 

134.1 

Oklahoma  

2,799,000 

11,011,000 

293.4 

Tennessee  

22,806,000 

33,083,000 

45.0 

West  Virginia  

21,153,000 

43,784,000 

106.9 

Total  .[$  162,952,000  1$  262,862,000  | 61.4 


The  Near- Prohibition  States 


States  in  each  of  which  more  than  50  per  cent  of  the  population  was  under 
Prohibition  prior  to  January  1,  1915. 


STATE 

Total  Wages 
Paid  in  1904 

Total  Wages 
Paid  in  1914 

Per  Cent 
Increase 

Alabama  

$ 21,878,000 

$ 33,897,000 

54.9 

Arkansas  

14,544,000 

20,752,000 

42.7 

Colorado  

15,100,000 

20,200,000 

33.7 

Florida  

15,767,000 

24,822,000 

57.4 

Idaho  

2,059,000 

7,491,000 

263.8 

Indiana  

72,058,000 

119,259,000 

65.5 

Iowa  

22,997,000 

39,860,000 

73.3 

Kentucky  

24,439,000 

31,830,000 

30.2 

Louisiana  

25,316,000 

39,544,000 

56.2 

Minnesota  

*35,843,000 

58,507,000 

63.2 

Nebraska 

11,022,000 

16,893,000 

53.2 

New  Hampshire  

27,693,000 

40,642,000 

46.7 
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South  Carolina  

13,869,000 

24,173,000 

74.4 

South  Dakota  

1,422,000 

2,628,000 

84.8 

Texas  

24,469,000 

44,821,000 

83.1 

Vermont  

15,221,000 

18,617,000 

22.3 

Virginia  

27,943,000 

44,874,000 

60.5 

Total  

|$  371,640,000 

|$  588,810,000 

58.4 

The  Partially  License  States 

States  in  each  of  which  more  than  25  per  cent  but  less  than  50  per  cent 
of  the  population  was  under  Prohibition  prior  to  January  1,  1915. 


STATE 

Total  Wages 
Paid  in  1904 

Total  Wages 
Paid  in  1914 

Per  Cent 
Increase 

California  

$ 64,657,000 

$ 105,613,000 

63.3 

Delaware  

8,158,000 

11,382,000 

39.5 

Illinois  

208,405,000 

340,910,000 

63.5 

Maryland  ' 

36,144,000 

53,792,000 

48.8 

Massachusetts  

232,389,000 

341,310,000 

46.8 

Michigan  

81,279,000 

182,252,000 

124.2 

Missouri  

66,644,000 

89,197,000 

33.8 

Ohio  

182,42*9,000 

318,924,000 

74.8 

Oregon  

11,443,000 

20,931,000 

82.9 

Utah  

5,158,000 

10,852,000 

110.3 

Washington  

30,087,000 

51,703,000 

72.1 

Wisconsin  

71,472,000 

112,193,000 

56.9 

Wyoming  

1,261,000 

2,312,000 

83.4 

Total  

$ 999,526,000 

|$1, 641, 371, 000  | 64.2 

The  License  States 

States  in  each  of  which  less  than  25  per  cent  of  the  population  was  under 
Prohibition  prior  to  January  1,  1915. 


STATE 

Total  Wages 
Paid  in  1904 

Total  Wages 
Paid  in  1914 

Per  Cent 
Increase 

Arizona  

$ 3,969,000 

$ 6,229,000 

56.7 

Connecticut  

87,942,000 

12*5,220,000 

42.3 

District  of  Columbia 

3,659,000 

6,069,000 

65.8 

Montana  

8,652,000 

13,001,000 

50.2 

Nevada  

694,000 

3,578,000 

415.7 

New  Jersey  

128,169,000 

211,136,000 

64.7 

New  Mexico  

2,153,000 

2,695,000 

25.1 

New  York  

430,015,000 

631,042,000 

46.7 

Pennsylvania  

367, 961,000 

527,953,000 

43.4 

Rhode  Island  

43,113,000 

59,366,000 

37.6 

Total  [$1,076,327,000  [$1,586,289,000  | 47.5 


INCREASE  IN  CAPITAL  INVESTED  IN  MANUFACTURES  IN 
PROHIBITION  AND  LICENSE  STATES 
The  Prohibition  States  Prior  to  January  1,  1915 


STATE 

Capital 
Invested 
in  1904 

Capital 
Invested 
in  1914 

Per  Cent 
Increase 

Georgia  

$ 135,211,000 
88,680,000 

143.708.000 

50.256.000 

141.001.000 
5,704,000 

16.124.000 

102.440.000 

86.821.000 

$ 258,32*6,000 

163.790.000 

233.844.000 
81,006,000 

253.842.000 

14.213.000 

65.478.000 

211.423.000 

175.995.000 

91.0 

Kansas  . . 

84.7 

Maine  

48.8 

Mississippi  

61.1 

North  Carolina  

80.0 

North  Dakota  

149.2 

Oklahoma  

306.0 

Tennessee  

106.3 

West  Virginia  

102.7 

Total  |$  769,945,000  [$1,457,917,000  | 89.3 
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The  Near- Prohibition  States 


States  in  each  of  which  more  than  50  per  cent  of  the  population  was  under 
Prohibition  prior  to  January  1,  1915. 


STATE 

Capital 
Invested 
in  1904 

Capital 
Invested 
in  1914 

Per  Cent 
Increase 

Alabama  

$ 105,383,000 

$ 227,505,000 

115.9 

Arkansas  

46,306,000 

77,162,000 

66.6 

Colorado  

107,664,000 

181,776,000 

68.8 

Florida  ■ 

32,972,000 

88,319,000 

167.9 

Idaho  ■ 

9,689,000 

44,961,000 

364.0 

Indiana  

3 12’, 07 1,000 

668,863,000 

114.3 

Iowa  

111,428,000 

233,128,000 

109.2 

Kentucky  

147,282,000 

193,423,000 

31.3 

Louisiana  

150,811,000 

261,635,000 

73.4 

Minnesota  

184,903,000 

354,434,000 

91.9 

Nebraska  

80,235,000 

121,008,000 

50.8 

New  Hampshire  

109,495,000 

156,749,000 

43.1 

South  Carolina  

113,422,000 

203,211,000 

79.2 

South  Dakota  

7,585,000 

15,060,000 

98.5 

Texas  

115,665,000 

283,544,000 

145.1 

Vermont  

62,659,000 

79,847,000 

27.4 

Virginia  

147,989,000 

261,501,000 

76.7 

Total  

$1,845,559,000 

|$3, 452’,  126, 000  | 

| 87.0 

The  Partially  License  States 

States  in  each  of  which  more  than  25  per  cent  but  less  than  50  per  cent 
of  the  population  was  under  Prohibition  prior  to  January  1,  1915. 


STATE 

Capital 
Invested 
in  1904 

Capital 
Invested 
in  1914 

Per  Cent 
Increase 

California  | 

$ 282,647,000 

50.926.000 

975.845.000 

201.878.000 

965.949.000 

337.894.000 

379.369.000 

856.989.000 

44.023.000 

26.004.000 

96.953.000 

412.647.000 
2,696,000 

$ 736,106,000 

69.324.000 

1.943.836.000 

293.211.000 

1.548.961.000 

869.143.000 

522.548.000 

1.677.552.000 

139.500.000 

71.843.000 

277.715.000 

754.287.000 

29.270.000 

153.3 

Delaware  

♦ 36.1 

Illinois  

99.1 

45.2 

Maryland  

Massachusetts  

60.3 

Michigan  

157.2' 

Missouri  

37.7 

Ohio  

95.7 

Oregon  

216.7 

Utah  

176.2 

Washington  

186.4 

Wisconsin  

82.7 

Wyoming  

985.7 

Total  

|$4, 633, 820, 000 

$8,933,296,000 

92.7 

The  License  States 

States  in  each  of  which  less  than  25  per  cent  of  the  population  was  under 
Prohibition  prior  to  January  1,  1915. 


STATE 

Capital 
Invested 
in  1904 

Capital 
Invested 
in  1914 

Per  Cent 
Increase 

Arizona  

$ 14,396,000 

373.283.000 
20,200,000 
52,590,000 

2.892.000 

715.060.000 

4.638.000 

2.031.460.000 

1.995.837.000 

215.901.000 

$ 40,300,000 

620.194.000 

40.810.000 

79.246.000 

13.591.000 

1.352.382.000 
8,984,000 

3.334.278.000 

3.149.411.000 

308.445.000 

179.9 

Connecticut  

66.1 

District  of  Columbia ‘ 

102.0 

Montana  

50.7 

Nevada  

369.9 

New  Jersey  

89.1 

New  Mexico  

93.7 

New  York  

64.1 

Pennsylvania  

57.8 

Rhode  Island  

42.8 

Total  

$5,426,257,000 

$8,947,641,000 

64.9 
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WAGES  PAID  TO  LABOR  AND  SALARIES  PAID  TO  OFFI- 
CIALS IN  THE  VARIOUS  UNITED  STATES  INDUSTRIES 
AS  COMPARED  WITH  THE  LIQUOR  INDUSTRY 

The  following  table  shows  the  amount  paid  for  all  services, 
the  amount  of  officials’  salaries,  the  amount  paid  in  wages  to  labor, 
the  per  cent  paid  for.  officials’  salaries,  and  the  per  cent  paid  for 
wages  in  all  the  industries  of  the  United  States,  the  14  largest  in- 
dustries as  compared  with  the  liquor  industry: 


INDUSTRY 

Total  Paid 
for  Services 

Amount 

Officials’ 

Salaries 

Amount 
Paid  in 
Wages 

Per  Cent 
Paid  for 
Officials’ 
Salaries 

Per  Cent 
Paid  for 
Wages 

All  U.  S.  industries.. 

$4,365,613,000 

$938,575,000 

$3,427,038,000 

21 

79 

Boots  and  shoes,  in- 
cluding cut  stock. . 

117,092,000 

18,629,000 

98,463,000 

16 

84 

Bread  and  other 
bakery  products... 

73,115,000 

13,764,000 

59,351,000 

19 

81 

Cars  & general  shop 
construction  and 
repairs — steam  rail- 
roads   

198,683,000 

17,339,000 

181,344,000 

9 

91 

Clothing — men’s,  in- 
cluding shirts 

133,000,000 

26,723,000 

106,277,000 

20 

80 

Clothing — women’s  .. 

98,986,000 

20,418,000 

78,568,000 

21 

79 

Cotton  goods,  includ- 
ing cotton  small 
wares  

147,271,000 

14,412,000 

132,859,000 

9 

91 

Foundry  & machine 
shop  products,  in- 
cluding locomo- 
tives not  made  by 
R.  R 

415,316,000 

93,795,000 

321,521,000 

22' 

78 

Furniture  and  re- 
frigerators   

81,179,000 

15,561,000 

65,618,000 

19 

81 

Hosiery  & knit  goods 

52,431,000 

7,691,000 

44,740,000 

15 

85 

Iron  & steel,  steel 
works  & rolling 
mills  

189,392,000 

26,191,000 

163,201,000 

14 

86 

Lumber  & lumber 
products  

366,167,000 

47,428,000 

318,739,000 

13 

87 

Printing  & publishing 

268,086,000 

103,458,000 

164,628,000 

39 

61 

Tobacco  mfgrs 

86,134,000 

16,779,000 

69,355,000 

19 

81 

Woolen,  worsted  & 
felt  goods,  includ- 
ing felt  hats 

82', 524, 000 

10,097,000 

72,427,000 

12 

88 

All  above  fourteen  | 
industries  

$2,309,376,000 

$432,285,000 

$1,877,091,000 

19 

81 

Intoxicating  Liquors 
Distilled  liquors  .... 

$ 5,062,000 

$ 1,988,000 

$ 3,074,000 

39 

61 

Fermented  liquors  . . 

64,010,000 

22,804,000 

41,206,000 

36 

64 

Vinous  liquors  

1,835,000 

863,000 

972,000 

47 

53 

All  intoxicat’g  liquors|$  70,907,000)$  25,655,000]$  45,252,000)  36  | 64 


The  above  figures  are  very  significant.  They  show  that,  tak- 
ing into  consideration  the  total  paid  for  all  services  in  all  indus- 
tries of  the  United  States,  21  per  cent  is  paid  for  officials’  salaries, 
while  79  per  cent  goes  in  wages  to  labor.  In  the  14  largest  indus- 
tries enumerated  above,  it  is  shown  that  only  19  per  cent ’is  paid 
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for  officials’  salaries  in  these  14  industries,  while  81  per  cent  goes 
in  wages  to  labor.  In  the  case  of  the  manufacture  of  all  intoxi- 
cating liquors,  however,  36  per  cent  (almost  twice  as  much)  goes 
to  pay  officials’  salaries  and  only  64  per  cent  goes  in  wages  to  labor. 

LABOR’S  SHARE  IN  MANUFACTURE  OF  LIQUORS  AS  COM- 
PARED WITH  OTHER  INDUSTRIES 


INDUSTRY 


Per  Cent  of  All  Expenses 
Other  Than  for  Materials 


All  Industries  in  the  United  States  | Wages  | Salaries|  Miscel.  | 


sg-s? 

H oX)  D 

. Q.  V 4-> 

tr  Ifl  as 

fiw&a 


Total  of  all  for  United  States 

54.4 

14.9 

30.7 

65.8 

All  other  industries  except  those  listed  below 
Cars,  shop,  construct’n  repairs  by  steam  Rys. 

55.5 

17.0 

27.5  • 

62.1 

88.0 

8.5 

3.5 

49.2 

Marble  and  stone  work  

73.9 

11.1 

15.0 

39.4 

Cotton  goods  including  cotton  small  wares. 

72.5 

8.0 

19.5 

66.9 

Iron  and  steel,  steel  works  and  rolling  mills 

70.1 

11.1 

18.8 

73.9 

Woolen,  worsted  and  felt  goods,  wool  hats. 

68.9 

9.6 

21.5 

72.9 

Steam  Ry.  cars  not  incl’d’g  Ry.  Co.  operat’ns 

69.1 

12.9 

18.0 

66.7 

Hosiery  and  knit  goods  

68.3 

11.7 

20.0 

62.7 

Copper,  smelting  and  refining 

67.8 

12.5 

18.7 

94.4 

Boots  and  shoes,  cut  stock  and  findings. . . . 

67.7 

12.8 

19.5 

69.6 

Carriages  and  wagons  and  materials 

65.7 

13.8 

20.5 

58.9 

Lead,  smelting  and  refining  

65.4 

17.3 

17.3 

94.8 

Brass  and  bronze  products  

63.1 

1.5 

21.9 

72.6 

Lumber  and  lumber  products  

65.3 

9.8 

24.9 

51.0 

Copper,  tin  and  sheet  iron  products 

61.7  . 

16.0 

22.3 

63.7 

Furniture  and  refrigerators  

62.9 

14.9 

22.2 

51.0 

Petroleum,  refining  

60.0 

15.8 

24.2 

89.6 

Automobiles,  including  bodies  and  parts.... 

61.6 

12.0 

2'6.4 

62.5 

Foundry  and  machine  shop  products  

Women’s  clothing  

59.8 

17.4 

22.8 

50.1 

59.1 

15.4 

25.5 

61.1 

Iron  and  steel  blast  furnaces  

58.6 

15.5 

25.9 

88.4 

Bread  and  other  bakery  products  

55.9 

16.4 

27.7 

69.9 

Paper  and  wood  pulp  

56.7 

13.2 

30.1 

69.7 

Leather,  tanned,  curried  and  finished 

55.8 

12.2 

32.0 

81.2 

Silk  and  silk  goods  

55.6 

10.7 

33.7 

60.8 

Leather  goods  

54.5 

20.3 

25.2 

64.6 

Electrical  machinery  apparatus  and  supplies 

53.0 

22.0 

25.0 

53.8 

Agricultural  implements  

Men’s  clothing  including  shirts  

49.7 

17.6 

32.7 

51.1 

49.1 

12.3 

38.6 

57.9 

Canning  and  preserving  

48.2' 

19.6 

32.2 

72.0 

Butter,  cheese  and  condensed  milk  

47.7 

15.5 

36.8 

91.0 

Chemicals  

47.2 

20.4 

32.4 

68.2 

Slaughtering  and  meat  packing  

44.8 

17.2 

38.0 

91.3 

Printing  and  publishing  

40.9 

25.0 

34.1 

32.6 

Confectionery  

40.8 

23.6 

35.6 

67.9 

Flour  mill  and  grist  mill  products 

39.0 

20.8 

40.2 

92.8 

Sugar  and  molasses  not  including  beet  sugar 

37.8 

12.2 

50.0 

92.6 

Tobacco  manufactures  

36.9 

8.9 

54.2 

48.4 

Oil,  cotton  seed  and  cake  

35.0 

25.1 

39.9 

87.7 

Illuminating  and  heating  gas  . 

34.2 

20.2 

45.6 

46.2’ 

Paint  and  varnish  

25.5 

32.1 

42.4 

71.1 

MALT  LIQUORS 

20.2 

11.2 

68.6 

32.2 

Patent  Medicines  and  compounds  and  drug- 

gists’ preparations  

15.5 

26.4 

58.1 

44.1 

DISTILLED  LIQUORS  

1.9 

1.2 

96.9 

18.4 

The  above  table  shows  that  the  smallest  proportionate  share 
of  running  expenses  is  paid  to  labor  in  the  manufacture  of  malt 
liquors,  distilled  liquors  and  patent  medicines  (much  of  which 
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should  come  under  the  head  of  intoxicating  liquors)  of  any  in- 
dustry in  the  United  States.  The  average  portion  of  all  expenses 
other  than  for  materials  which  goes  to  wages  in  all  the  industries 
of  the  United  States  is  54.4  per  cent;  that  of  all  other  industries 
except  those  listed  separately  in  this  table,  55.5  per  cent;  that  of 
the  highest  separate  industry  listed  here,  88  per  cent;  while  the 
proportionate  amount  which  goes  to  wages  in  the  manufacture  of 
malt  liquors  is  only  20.2  per  cent,  that  which  goes  to  wages  in 
the  manufacture 'of  patent  medicines  15.5  per  cent  and  that  portion 
which  goes  to  wages  in  the  manufacture  of  distilled  liquors  less 
than  2 per  cent.  1 

It  is  interesting,  in  this  connection,  also,  to  note  that  in  the 
column  showing  the  per  cent  of  total  expenses  used  for  materials 
the  two  industries  showing  the  smallest  per  cent  of  expenses 
used  for  raw  materials  are  malt  liquors  32.2  per  cent  and  distilled 
liquors  18.4  per  cent. 

The  column  which  show's  the  portion  of  all  expenses  other 
than  for  materials  charged  up  as  miscellaneous  expenses  is  also 
of  interest  in  this  connection.  The  two  industries  showing  the 
largest  portion  of  all  expenses  charged  as  “miscellaneous”  are 
malt  liquors,  68.6  per  cent  and  distilled  liquors  96.9  per  cent. 

It  is  a decided  innovation  in  bookkeeping  for  any  business  in- 
stitution to  charge  up  as  much  as  68.6  per  cent  or  96.9  per  cent  of 
all  running  expenses  aside  from  materials  to  “miscellaneous”  ex- 
penses. It  is  not  strange,  therefore,  that  the  public  should  wonder 
about  just  what  items  could  be  thus  classified  as  “miscellaneous” 
expenses  on  the  ledger  accounts  of  the  manufacturers  of  malt 
liquors,  patent  medicine  liquors  and  distilled  liquors. 

If  the  average  manufacturing  plant  or  the  average  mercantile 
establishment  were  to  make  out  annual  reports  showing  earnings 
and  expenses  and  should  indicate  in  such  reports  that  68.6  per  cent 
or  96.9  per  cent  of  every  dollar  of  expenses  outside  of  the  amount 
paid  for  raw  material  had  been  charged  merely  as  miscellaneous 
expense,  it  would  be  a strange  business  proceeding  ,to  say  the 
least. 


PERSONS  ENGAGED  IN  THE  MANUFACTURE  OF  INTOXI- 
CATING LIQUORS 


BRANCH  OF 
LIQUOR 
INDUSTRY 

Census 

Year 

Number 

of 

Estab- 

lish- 

ments 

Person 

turing 

Proprie 
tors  & 
Firm 
Mem- 
bers 

s Engage 
' Intoxic 

Salaried 

Em- 

ployees 

(Offi- 

cers) 

ed  in  M? 
:ating  Li 

Wage 

Earners 

(Av. 

No.) 

mufac- 

iquors 

Total 

Per  cent 
Increase 
in  No. 
of  Wage 
Earners 

Distilled  | 

1909 

613 

563 

1,335 

6,430 

8,328 

20.1 

liquors  ■{ 

1904 

805 

794 

1,080 

5,355 

7,229 

44.0 

1 

1899 

965 

661 

3,720 

1 

1909 

1,414 

639 

11,507 

54,579 

66,725 

13*4 

Malt  liquors.  ■{ 

1904 

1,530 

876 

9,055 

48,137 

58,068 

22.0 

1 

l 

1899 

1,507 

7,146 

39,459 

Vinous  | 

1909 

290 

236 

579 

1,911 

2,726 

— !i 

Liquors  . . . . -j 

1904 

435 

396 

492 

1,913 

2,801 

64.5 

1899 

359 

344 

1,163 

All  mfrs. 

1909 

2,317 

1,438 

13,421 

62,920 

77,779 

13’.  6 

intoxicating  -j 

. 1904 

2,770 

2,066 

10,627 

55,405 

68,098 

24.9 

liquors  . | 

1899 

2,831 

8,151 

44,342 
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AVERAGE  NUMBER  WAGE-EARNERS  IN  PROPORTION  TO 
CAPITAL  INVESTED 

The  following-  table  shows  the  average  number  of  wage- 
earners  and  the  capital  invested  in  all  the  United  States  indus- 
tries, in  the  14  largest  industries,  and  in  the  liquor  industry: 


INDUSTRY 

Average 

Number 

Wage 

Earners 

Capital 

Invested 

No.  Wage 
Earners  per 
$1,000,000 
Invested 

All  U.  S.  industries  

6,6 15,046 

$18,428,270,000 

359 

Boots  and  shoes,  including  cut  stock  and 
findings  

198,297 

222,324,000 

892 

Bread  and  other  bakery  products 

100,216 

212,910,000 

471 

Cars  and  general  shop  construction  and 
repairs  by  steam  railroads  

282,174 

238,317,000 

1,184 

Clothing — men’s,  including  shirts 

239,696 

275,320,000 

871 

Clothing — women’s  

153,743 

129,301,000 

1,189 

Cotton  gds.,  including  small  cotton  wares. 

378,880 

822,238,000 

461 

Foundry  and  machine  shop  products,  in- 
cluding locomotives  not  made  by  railr’ds 

531,011 

1,514,332,000 

351 

Furniture  and  refrigerators  

128,452 

227,134,000 

566 

Hosiery  and  knit  goods  

129,275 

163,641,000 

790 

Iron  and  steel  works  and  rolling  mills.... 

240,076 

1,004,735,000 

239 

Lumber  and  lumber  products  

695,019 

1,176,675,000 

591 

Printing  and  publishing  

258,434 

588,346,000 

439 

Tobacco  manufactures  

166,810 

245,660,000 

679 

Woolen,  worsted  and  felt  goods,  includ- 
ing felt  hats  

168,722 

430,579,000 

392 

All  of  above  fourteen  industries 

3,670,805|$  7,2'51,512,000|  506 

Intoxicating  Liquors 

Distilled  liquors  

6,430 

$ 72,450,000 

89 

Malt  liquors  ■ 

54,579 

671,158,000 

81 

Vinous  liquors  

1,911 

27,908,000 

68 

All  intoxicating  liquors  

62,920 

$ 771,516,000|  81 

The  above  statistics  are  most  significant.  They  show  that 
while  all  the  industries  of  the  United  States  taken  together  employ 
359  wage  earners  for  each  $1,000,000  invested,  and  while  the  14 
largest  industries  above  specified  employ  506  wage  earners  for 
each  $1,000,000  invested,  the  liquor  industry  employs  only  81  wage 
earners  for  each  $1,000,000  invested. 


SALARIES  AND  WAGES  PAID  IN  MANUFACTURE  OF  IN- 
TOXICATING LIQUORS,  ALSO  COST  OF  RAW 
MATERIAL  USED 


BRANCH  OF 
LIQUOR  INDUSTRY 

Census 

Year 

Salaries 
of  Officers 

Wages 

Cost  of 
Materials 

1 

Distilled  liquors  -j 

Vinous  liquors  -j 

All  mfrs.  intoxicating  liquors.."! 

r 

i 

i 

1909 

1904 

1899 

1909 

1904 

1899 

1909 

1904 

1899 

1909 

1904 

1899 

$ 1,988,000 
1,393,000 

890.000 

22.804.000 

17.316.000 

13.038.000 

863.000 

573.000 

365.000 

25.655.000 

19.282.000 

14.293.000 

$ 3,074,000 

2.657.000 

1.733.000 

41.206.000 

34.541.000 

25.776.000 

972.000 

1.002.000 

446.000 

45.252.000 

38.200.000 

27.955.000 

$~ 35,977,000 

25.626.000 

15.145.000 

96.596.000 

74.907.000 

51.598.000 
6,626,000 

5.693.000 

3.689.000 

139.199.000 

106.226.000 

70.432.000 
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AMOUNT  SPENT  FOR  RAW  MATERIAL  IN  UNITED  STATES 
INDUSTRIES  AS  COMPARED  WITH  LIQUOR  INDUSTRY 


INDUSTRY 

Value  of 
Products 

Amount 
Paid 
for  Raw 
Materials 

Per  Cent  of 
Product’s 
Value  Paid 
for  Raw 
Materials 

All  U.  S.  industries  

$20,672,052,000 

$12,142,791,000 

58.7 

Boots  and  shoes,  including  cut  stock 

512,798,000 

332,738,000 

64.8 

Bread  and  other  bakery  products.  . . 

396,865,000 

238,034,000 

59.9 

Cars  and  general  shop  construction 
and  repairs  by  steam  railroads... 
Clothing — men’s,  including  shirts... 
Clothing — women’s  . . . 

405,601,000 

199,413,000 

49 

568,077,000 

297,515,000 

52 

384,752,000 

208,788,000 

54 

Cotton  goods,  including  cotton 
small  wares  

628,392,000 

371,009,000 

59 

Foundry  and  machine  shop  pro- 
ducts, including  locomotives  not 
made  by  railroads  

1,228,475,000 

540,011,000 

43.9 

Furniture  and  refrigerators  

239,886,000 

108,775,000 

45 

Hosiery  and  knit  goods  

200,143,000 

110,241,000 

55 

Iron  and  steel,  steel  works  and 
rolling  mills  

985,723,000 

657,501,000 

66.7 

Lumber  and  timber  products  

1,156,129,000 

508,118,000 

43.9 

Printing  and  publishing  

737,876,000 

201,775,000 

27.3 

Tobacco  manufactures  

416,695,000 

177,186,000 

42'.  5 

Woolen,  worsted  and  felt  goods,  in- 
cluding felt  hats  

435,979,000 

282,878,000 

64.9 

All  above  fourteen  industries 

|$  8,297,391,000|$  4,233,982,000 

51 

Intoxicating  Liquors 
Distilled  liquors  

$ 204,699,000 

$ 35,977,000 

17.5 

Malt  liquors  

374,730,000 

96,596,000 

25.7 

Vinous  liquors  

13,121,000 

6,626,000 

50.4 

All  intoxicating  liquors  

|$  592,550,000|$  139,199,000] 

23.4 

The  above  table  shows  that  the  amount  spent  for  raw  material 
in  all  the  industries  of  the  United  States  is  58.7  per  cent  of  the 
total  value  of  products.  In  the  case  of  the  14  special  industries 
listed  above,  the  amount  paid  for  raw  materials  is  51  per  cent  of 
the  total  value  of  products,  while  in  the  case  of  intoxicating  liq- 
uors the  amount  paid  for  raw  materials  in  the  manufacture  of  all 
such  liquors  is  only  23.4  per  cent  of  the  value  of  products. 


CAPITAL  INVESTED  IN  THE  MANUFACTURE  OF  INTOXI- 
CATING LIQUORS  AND  VALUE  OF  LIQUOR  PRODUCTS 


BRANCH  OF 
LIQUOR  INDUSTRY 

Census 

Year 

Capital 

Invested 

Value  of 
Products 

Per  Cent 
Increase  in 
Value  of 
Products 

1 

1909 

$ 72,450,000 

$204,699,000 

55.9 

Distilled  liquors  i 

1904 

50,101,000 

131,270,000 

35.6 

1 

1899 

32,540,000 

96,794,000 

1 

1909 

671,158,000 

374,730,000 

25:6 

Malt  liquors  

1904 

515,630,000 

298,346,000 

25.9 

1 

L 

1899 

413,767,000 

236,915,000 

1 

f 

1909 

27,908,000 

13,121,000 

18.2 

Vinous  liquors  ■{ 

1904 

17,775,000 

11,098,000 

69.5 

i 1 

L 

1899 

9,838,000 

6,547,000 

. 1 

r 

1909 

771,516,000 

592,550,000 

34.4 

All  mfrs.  intoxicating  liquors,  ■{ 

1904 

583,506,000 

440,714,000 

29.5 

1 

L 

1899 

456,145,000 

340,256,000 
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PORTION  OF  PRODUCTS'  VALUE  WHICH  GOES  TO  LABOR 

The  following  table  shows  the  value  of  products,  the  wages 
paid,  and  the  portion  of  the  value  of  products  which  goes  to  labor 
in  all  the  industries  of  the  tJnited  States,  in  the  14  largest  indus- 
tries, as  well  as  the  three  branches  of  the  liquor  industry: 


INDUSTRY 

Value  of 
Products 

Wages 
Paid  to 
Labor 

Labor’s 
Share  in 
Product’s 
Value — 
Per  Cent 

All  U.  S.  industries  

$20,672,052,000 

$3,427,038,000 

17 

Boots  and  shoes,  including  cut  stock. 

512,798,000 

98,463,000 

19 

Bread  and  other  bakery  products 

396,865,000 

59,351,000 

15 

Cars  and  general  shop  construction 

and  repairs  by  steam  railroads 

Clothing — men’s,  including  shirts  .... 
Clothing — women’s  

405.601.000 

568.077.000 

181.344.000 

106.277.000 

45 

19 

384,752,000 

78,568,000 

20 

Cotton  goods,  including  cotton  small 
wares  

628,392,000 

132,859,000 

21 

Foundry  and  machine  shop  products, 
including  locomotives  not  made  by 
railroads  

1,228,475,000 

321,521,000 

26 

Furniture  and  refrigerators  

239,886,000 

65,618,000 

27 

Hosiery  and  knit  goods  

200,143,000 

44,740,000 

22 

Iron  and  steel,  steel  works  and  roll- 
ing mills  

985,723,000 

163,201,000 

17 

Lumber  and  timber  products  

1,156,129,000 

318,739,000 

28 

Printing  and  publishing  

737,876,000 

164,628,000 

69,355,000 

22 

Tobacco  manufactures  

416,695,000 

17 

Woolen,  worsted  and  felt  goods,  in- 
cluding felt  hats  

435,979,000 

72,427,000 

17 

All  above  fourteen  industries |$  8,297,391,000|$1,877,091,000| 

| 22.6 

Intoxicating  Liquors 
Distilled  liquors  

$ 204,699,000 

$ 3,074,000 

1.5 

Malt  liquors  

374,730,000 

41,206,000 

11 

Vinous  liquors  

13,121,000 

972,000 

7 

All  intoxicating  liquors  |$  5 92, 5 50,000 1 $ 45,252’,000|  7.6 


The  above  table  shows  that  in  the  14  large  industries  specially 
listed,  the  average  share  of  the  value  of  products  which  goes  in 
wages  to  labor  is  22.6  per  cent.  Taking  all  the  industries  of  the 
United  States,  17  per  cent  of  the  value  of  products  goes  to  labor, 
while  in  all  the  liquor  industries  the  average  is  only  7.6  per  cent; 
labor’s  share  in  the  manufacture  of  distilled  liquors  being  1.5  per 
cent;  malt  liquors,  11  per  cent,  and  vinous  liquors,  7 per  cent. 
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Recent  Scientific  Facts 

Compiled  by  Cora  Frances  Stoddard,  Secretary  of  the  Scientific 
Temperance  Federation,  Boston 

ALCOHOL  PROVEN  NOT  A STIMULANT 

Experiments  at  the  Nutrition  Laboratory  (Boston)  of  the 
Carnegie  Institution  of  Washington  by  the  most  careful  methods 
and  delicate  apparatus  known  to  modern  science  have  proven 
definitely  that  alcohol  is  a depressant  and  not  a stimulant.  (The 
Psychological  Effects  of  Alcohol  by  Dodge  and  Benedict,  Dec., 
1915.)  The  alcohol  was  given  in  doses  of  one,  and  one  and  one- 
half  ounces. 

The  “kneejerk”  was  delayed  10  per  cent,  and  the  thickening 
of  the  muscles  involved  decreased  46  per  cent.  This  represents  a 
loss  in  the  power  of  the  muscle  to  contract  and  therefore  a loss  in 
working  power. 

The  involuntary  motion  which  the  eyelid  makes  to  protect 
the  eye  after  a sudden  sound  came  7 per  cent  later  after  taking 
the  alcohol. 

The  sweep  of  the  lid  movement  decreased  19  per  cent. 

The  velocity  of  eye-movements  when  the  subject  looked  back- 
ward and  forward  as  quickly  ,as  possible  decreased  11  per  cent 
after  taking  alcohol;  the  speed  of  finger  movements  in  a given 
time  decreased  9 per  cent. 

Careful  tests  of  the  effect  of  alcohol  on  the  pulse  rate  led  the 
experimenters  to  the  conclusion  that  the  responsiveness  of  the 
heart  to  demands  made  upon  it  is  decreased  by  alcohol. 

The  question  may  be  asked,  If  alcohol  is  a depressant  may  not 
this  depressant  action  help  conserve  the  body  like  sleep?  The 
experimenters  answer  no.  They  found  on  normal  days  that  the 
pulse  gradually  slowed  during  mental  work.  On  the  alcohol  days  it 
did  not  slow  as  much,  that  is,  the  rate  was  relatively  quicker 
under  alcohol.  This  relative  quickening,  their  evidence  indicates, 
was  due  to  a partial  paralysis  by  alcohol  of  certain  “checking” 
nerve  centers  of  the  heart.  The  brake  was  taken  off.  “This  fact 
of  increasing  heart-rate  from  a given  kind  and  amount  of  mental 
work  absolutely  prohibits  us,”  says  the  experimenters’  report, 
“from  regarding  the  neuro-muscular  depressant  incident  to  alco- 
hol as  a conservative  process  like  sleep.” 


NEW  MARKSMANSHIP  EXPERIMENTS 

The  Swedish  army  experiments  showing  the  effect  of  alcohol 
on  marksmanship  have  become  quite  generally  known. 

Prof.  Kraepelin  of  Munich  now  reports  (Internationale  Monat- 
sschrift  z.  Erforschung  d.  Alkoholismus,  Oct.-Nov.,  1916)  some 
even  more  carefully  performed  tests  in  the  Bavarian  army  in 
1908. 

Twenty-seven  thousand  shots  were  fired  by  skilled  marksmen 
at  a distance  of  about  220  yards.  The  men  showed  individual 
differences  in  the  effects  of  the  alcohol  upon  their  shooting.  The 
largest  impairment  appeared  in  the  tests  made  about  25  minutes 
after  taking  as  much  alcohol  as  is  contained  in  three-fourths  of 
a pint  of  10  per  cent  wine.  In  the  morning  the  impairment  at  this 
time  averaged  3.1  per  cent;  in  the  afternoon  2 per  cent.  Among 
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some  of  the  men,  the  impairment  at  this  time  amounted  to  6,  7, 
8,  9 and  even  12  per  cent. 

Forty-five  minutes  after  taking  the  alcohol  the  impairment  in 
most  cases  had  begun  to  subside. 

Dr.  Kraepelin  found,  as  is  usual  in  such  experiments  with 
alcohol,  inability  to  judge  correctly  of  one’s  working  ability.  Some 
men  thought  they  had  done  worse  than  they  actually  did.  Others 
thought  they  were  doing  better  work  than  their  average,  only  to 
find  that  actually  their  work  under  the  influence  of  alcohol  was 
poorer  than  their  normal.  Some  were  unaware  of  impairment  of 
skill  even  when  this  impairment  went  as  high  as  10  per  cent. 
••Precisely  in  this  self-deception,”  says  Prof.  Kraepelin,  “lies  a 
special  danger.” 

Prof.  Kraepelin  also  calls  attention  to  the  fact  that  war  con- 
ditions would  be  much  less  favorable  to  good  shooting  by  soldiers 
than  those  under  which  these  tests  were  performed. 

Loss  of  sleep,  over-exercise,  insufficient  food,  mental  strain, 
would  all  tend  to  produce  a state  in  soldiers  which  “may  greatly 
increase  the  impairing  effect  of  alcohol  even  under  the  most 
favorable  circumstances.” 


ALCOHOL  INCREASED  TYPEWRITING  ERRORS 

An  experiment  by  Frankfurther  has  recently  been  reported 
from  the  Kraepelin  laboratory  (Kraepelin:  Psychologishe  Arbei- 
ten,  1914)  showing  the  impairment  of  typewriting  by  the  use  of 
40  ccm.  of  alcohol,  an  amount  equal  to  that  in  about  two-thirds  of 
a pint  of  10  per  cent  wine  or  a little  less  than  two  pints  of  4 per 
cent  beer. 


NON-ALCOHOL  DAYS  ALCOHOL  DAYS 


Fig.  1.  The  left  hand  section  represents  the  average  errors  per  1,000  letters 
made  on  the  non-alcohol  days ; the  first  column  standing  for  the  errors  of  the 
preliminary  test,  or  normal  for  the  day,  which  was  16  per  1,000 ; the  second 
column  stands  for  the  chief  experiment. 

The  right  hand  section  represents  the  average  errors  per  1,000  letters  made 
on  the  alcohol  days,  the  column  on  the  left  of  the  bottle  indicating  the  normal 
for  the  day  and  that  on  the  right  the  chief  experiment  after  the  alcohol  wag 
taken. 
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Each  day  the  experimenter  made  a preliminary  test  to  ascer- 
tain his  working-  rate  for  the  day.  This  was  followed  by  the 
principal  test.  On  the  alcohol  days,  the  alcohol  was  taken  in  the 
interval  between  the  preliminary  and  thb  principal  test. 

The  actual  number  of  errors  in  the  principal  tests  on  the  non- 
alcohol days  averaged  17  per  1,000  letters  typed;  on  the  alcohol 
days,  31,  or  more  than  double  the  errors  on  the  day  when  no 
alcohol  was  taken. 

The  difference  between  the  results  of  the  preliminary  and 
principal  tests  was  even  more  marked. 

On  the  non-alcohol  days,  the  average  errors  amounted  to  16 
per  1,000  letters  in  the  preliminary  test,  the  average  for  the  prin- 
cipal test  was  17,  an  increase  in  errors  of  only  one  letter  per 
1,000  written. 

On  the  alcohol  days,  the  preliminary  tests  showed  an  average 
of  only  14  errors  per  1,000  letters,  showing  that  the  work  of  those 
days  was  normally  better  than  on  the  non-alcohol  days.  But  after 
taking  the  alcohol,  the  average  of  errors  shot  up  to  31  per  1,000 
letters,  an  increase  of  17  per  1,000  letters  written.  Hence,  an  in- 
crease of  one  error  between  the  two  tests  on  the  non-alcohol  days 
became  an  increase  of  17  errors  after  taking  alcohol. 

An  increase  in  errors  in  many  kinds  of  skilled  work  means 
not  only  unnecessary  loss  of  time,  but  spoiled  goods  or  accidents 
and  possible  loss  of  time. 


EXPERIMENTS  WITH  ALCOHOL  ON  PRECISION  AS  SHOWN 
IN  NEEDLE-THREADING 

Tests  of  the  effect  of  alcohol  upon  precision — work  requiring 
nice  coordination  of  nerves  and  muscles — have  recently  been  made 
by  needle-threading  by  Uno  Totterman  of  the  University  of  Hel- 
singfors (Finska  Lakaresallskapets  Handlingar,  Oct.,  1916). 

The  amount  of  alcohol  taken  was  small  (25  ccm.),  equivalent 
to  that  in  a little  more  than  a pint  (17.5  oz.)  of  4 per  cent  beer. 
It  was  taken  11  hours  before  the  beginning  of  the  daily  test,  yet 
within  four  days  the  total  number  of  needles  that  could  be  threaded 
in  a given  time  began  to  fall  off.  On  the  non-alcohol  days  the 
number  of  needles  threaded  increased  from  day  to  day.  In  the 
second  group  of  alcohol  days  the  decrease  in  work  done  appeared 
on  the  very  first  day,  which  suggests  that  some  of  the  effects  of 
alcohol  taken  during  the  first  group  of  alcohol  days  may  have 
lasted  over  the  intervening  non -alcohol  days,  making  the  worker 
more  susceptible  when  the  alcohol  was  resumed. 

The  worker  felt  a greater  sense  of  fatigue  on  the  alcohol  days, 
and  like  other  experimenters  found  that  on  the  alcohol  days,  he 
was  unable  to  judge  correctly  as  to  how  efficiently  he  was  working. 


HOW  ALCOHOL  INCREASES  FATIGUE 

Fatigue  is  due  to  the  action  upon  nerve  endings  ibid  nerve 
cells  of  poisonous  products  formed  within  the  body  as  the  result 
of  muscular  metabolism.  For  a fatigued  person  to  add  to  his 
blood,  unless  in  minute  doses,  another  poison  in  the  form  of  alco- 
hol, is  only  to  make  matters  worse  rather  than  better.  What  are 
required  are  longer  periods  of  rest. — Sir  Thomas  Oliver,  M.D., 
LL.D.,  in  The  Drink  Problem  of  Today,  1916. 
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A careful  study  of  3,358  industrial  workers  in  Russia  for  the 
same  periods  of  time  in  1913  and  1914  in  which  all  the  conditions 
were  thoroughly  comparable  showed  that  “non-appearances”  de- 
creased 55  per  cent  after  vodka  was  abolished  in  1914.  The  net 
productivity  of  workers  increased  7 per  cent.  (Reported  by  Prof. 
J.  Y.  Simpson  in  The  Self-Discovery  of  Russia,  1916.) 


DRINK  AND  ACCIDENTS 

Dr.  William  J.  Brickley  of  the  Boston  Relief  Station,  which 
treats  about  40,000  patients  a year,  states  (Boston  Medical  and 
Surgical  Journal,  May  20,  1915)  that  of  the  adults  who  died  at 
the  station  from  accidents  in  the  four  years  1911-1914,  40.6  per 
cent  were  distinctly  alcoholic  at  the  time  of  injury.  Dr.  Brickley 
thus  points  out  the  relation  of  drink  to  accidents: 

Alcohol  causes  accidents. 

Alcohol  obscures  the  diagnosis. 

Alcohol  increases  the  danger  of  infection  at  the  time  of  the 
accident. 

Alcohol  prevents  adequate  treatment. 

Alcohol  increases  the  danger  of  intercurrent  complications. 

Alcohol  retards  the  process  of  repair. 

Alcohol  gives  a poorer  end  result. 

Alcohol  increases  the  mortality  in  accidents. 


CANCER  AND  ALCOHOL 

The  available  statistical  data  would  seem  to  indicate  that 
both  alcohol  and  smoking  are  directly  contributing  factors  (in 
cancer)  to  a variable  degree,  and  particularly  so  as  regards  certain 
organs  or  parts  of  the  body  affected. — Frederick  L.  Hoffman,  LL. 
D.,  in  The  Mortality  From  Cancer  Throughout  the  World. 


HEALTH  AUTHORITIES  ON  ALCOHOL 

While  alcohol  is  not  the  only  poison  causing  Bright’s  disease, 
it  is  a very  noticeable  one,  and  it  is  the  only  one  taken  into  the 
body  that  can  be  easily  avoided.  Nobody  who  drinks  liquor  is 
compelled  to  do  it. — New  York  City  Health  Department. 

Alcohol  is  a subtle  poison  which  usually  in  the  long  run,  even 
if  taken  only  moderately,  does  damage.  The  safest  way  with 
alcohol  is  never  to  touch  it  any  more  than  you  would  drink  car- 
bolic acid.  Half-way  measures  are  dangerous. — New  York  City 
Health  Department. 

It  is  wrong  to  think  that  drinking  much  beer,  ale,  and  other 
liquors  gives  strength.  These  only  deaden  the  tired  feeling  and 
do  not  really  take  it  away.  You  are  more  tired  after  drinking 
them  and  less  able  to  keep  away  sickness. — Bulletin  of  Metropoli- 
tan Life  Insurance  Company. 

It  is  the  duty  of  health  departments  to  inaugurate  and  carry 
on  by  all  available  means  persistent  campaigns  of  education 
(against  alcohol)  to  the  end  that  the  community  which  they  are 
called  upon  to  protect  may  be  in  a position  to  judge  for  them- 
selves as  organized  social  groups  and  as  independent  members, 
whether  they  are  willing  to  ignore  their  own  interest,  their  safety, 
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and  their  health  by  permitting  the  continued  unlimited  manufac- 
ture and  sale  of  alcohol. 

I venture  to  predict  that  no  advance  in  the  control  of  pre- 
ventable diseases  of  bacterial  or  infectious  origin  in  the  future 
could  accomplish  such  reduction  of  the  morbidity  and  mortality 
of  the  community  as  would  undoubtedly  follow  the  elimination 
of  alcohol  as  a beverage. — Haven  Emerson,  M.D.,  Health  Com- 
missioner, New  York  City. 

We,  the  members  of  the  medical  staff  of  the  Vermont  State 
Hospital,  submit  the  following  as  an  expression  of  our  opinion 
of  the  use  of  alcohol  as  a beverage: 

We  are  now  and  ever  shall  be  utterly  opposed  to  the  sale  and  use 
of  alcohol  in  any  form  as  a beverage;  we  are  absolutely  opposed  to 
any  propoganda  that  has  for  its  purpose  to  legalize  the  s'ale  of 
alcohol  as  a beverage.  It  has  no  place  taken  internally  as  a 
medicine;  it  is  always,  in  all  forms,  a poison  and  a destroyer  of 
protoplasm  and  a paralyzer  of  protoplasmic  activity. — Don  D. 
Grout,  M.D.;  W.  L.  Wasson,  M.D.;  E.  A.  Stanley,  M.D.;  T.  J. 
Allen,  M.  D.,  Medical  Staff  Vermont  State  Hospital. 

The  Montreal  Medical  Society,  according  to  La  Temperance' 
April,  1916,  has  issued  the  following  statement  which  has  received 
the  support  of  some  650  physicians: 

Modern  science  has  proved  that  alcohol  is  truly  a dangerous 
substance,  especially  as  regards  the  liver  and  nervous  system, 
from  which  people  ought  to  abstain  absolutely. 

For  those  who  desire  to  have  at  all  times  the  most  complete 
possession  possible  of  their  faculties  and  natural  powers,  strict 
abstinence  is  necessary. 

Hot  weather  maxim  as  to  alcoholic  beverages:  If  you  must  use 
alcohol,  burn  it  in  a chafingdish. — Samuel  G.  Dixon,  M.D.,  Penn- 
sylvania Commissioner  of  Health. 

Too  many  people  think  that  if  they  drink  alcohol  in  modera- 
tion, such,  for  example,  as  three  or  four  glasses  of  beer  a day, 
they  are  not  doing  themselves  any  harm  at  all.  Very  many  even 
think  that  they  may  safely  drink  as  long  as  they  stop  before 
getting  drunk.  These  are  very  dangerous  and  mistaken  ideas. 
Drinking,  even  in  moderation,  has  dangers  for  the  brain  and 
nerves,  and  steady  drinking  is  very  bad. — New  York  Health  De- 
partment. 

So  great  is  the  influence  of  alcohol  on  the  mortality  rate  that 
insurance  companies  have  become  interested  in  it  from  a business 
point  of  view.  Their  statistics  compiled  for  over  25  years  show 
that  not  only  the  constant  drinking  man’s  mortality  is  much 
higher,  but  even  the  moderate  drinker  has  a rate  equivalent  to  a 
reduction  of  four  years  in  the  average  life. — North  Carolina  State 
Board  of  Health. 

Whereas,  it  has  been  absolutely  proven  that  alcohol  has  a 
pernicious  and  injurious  effect  on  the  public  health  of  our  country, 
in  that  it  lowers  the  resistance  of  the  individual  to  disease, 
thereby  disposing  to  tuberculosis  and  other  infectious  diseases: 

And  whereas,  it  is  one  of  the  chief  contributing  factors  to 
poverty,  misery  and  crime; 

Therefore,  we  as  health  officers  of  the  province  of  Nova 
Scotia,  place  ourselves  on  record  as  opposed  to  its  use  as  a bev- 
erage and  strongly  recommend  its  use  only  upon  medical  pre- 
scription.— Resolutions  of  Medical  Health  Officers  of  Nova  Scotia, 
1915. 
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The  mind  seems  brighter  under  the  influence  of  drink — it  has 
just  taken  the  catch  otf  the  balance  wheel,  opened  the  sluice 
gates  and  deadened  control  so  that  thoughts  flow  without  proper 
handling.  What  is  said  usually  shows  it. — Physical  Training, 
April,  1916. 

To  uncork  a bottle  of  booze  today  may  mean  breakfast 
cooked  tomorrow  morning  on  an  alcohol  lamp. — Bulletin  of  Chi- 
cago School  of  Sanitary  Instruction,  May  13,  1916. 

The  death-rate  from  alcoholism  in  the  United  States  reached 
its  highest  point  for  the  period  1900-1913  in  the  year  1907,  when 
the  per  capita  consumption  of  alcohol  was  highest.  The  average 
death-rate  for  the  five  years  1900-1904  was  6.1;  for  the  next  five 
years,  5.8;  for  the  three  years  1911-1913  (the  latest  statistics  yet 
available),  5.3. 

In  view  of  the  fact  that  there  has  been  an  increasing  demand 
for  more  careful  registration  of  deaths  due  to  alcoholism,  this 
decline  in  the  death-rate  from  this  cause  seems  to  indicate  an 
actual  decrease  in  the  alcoholism  that  finds  its  way  into  mortality 
records. — Scientific  Temperance  Journal,  May,  1916. 


FERMENTED  LIQUORS  ALSO  LED  TO  DRUNKENNESS 

The  British  Board  of  Control  of  the  Liquor  Traffic  made  an 
inquiry  in  London,  in  1916,  as  to  what  kinds  of  liquor  lead  to 
drunkenness.  Of  566  men,  229,  or  40  per  cent,  had  become  intoxi- 
cated on  beer,  ale  or  stout;  10  per  cent  on  spirits  and  beer  mixed; 
35  per  cent  on  spirits  exclusive  of  rum;  8 per  cent  on  rum;  4 per 
cent  on  other  drinks.  The  remaining  3 per  cent  could  not  state 
what  drink  intoxicated  them. 

The  chairman  of  the  Board  of  Control,  Lord  D’Abernon,  com- 
mented that  those  facts  indicate  that  drunkenness  is  not  so  pre- 
dominantly due  to  spirits  as  is  sometimes  believed. 


ALCOHOL  AND  INSANITY 

What  Is  Alcoholic  Insanity?  There  are  five  forms  of  insanity 
known  as  the  alcoholic  insanities.  Of  these,  two,  delirium  tremens 
and  acute  hallucinations,  are  recoverable  conditions,  but  likely  to 
recur  if  the  patient  drinks  again.  Delusional  states  are  for  the 
most  part  chronic,  “persisting  for  years,  if  not  permanently,  in 
spite  of  commitment  to  a hospital  and  complete  withdrawal  of 
alcohol.”  (Dr.  A.  J.  Rosanoff,  King  Park  State  Hospital,  Dec., 
1915.) 

Two  other  forms  of  alcoholic  insanity  also  are  chronic  in 
which  there  are  demonstrable  changes  in  the  brain  structure.  Dr. 
William  Hanna  Thompson  (Roosevelt  Hospital,  N.  Y.)  explains 
the  direct  attack  of  alcohol  as  a chemical  attack  upon  the  fats 
and  albumins  of  the  cell  structure  which  slowly  changes  them. 

Prevalence  of  Alcoholic  Insanity.  The  United  States  Census 
of  1910  reported  that  10.1  per  cent  of  all  admissions  to  insane 
hospitals  in  1910  in  the  United  States  were  for  alcoholic  insanity — 
the  mental  diseases  known  to  be  the  direct  result  of  intemper- 
ance. This  10.1  per  cent  represented  6,122  persons.  Cases  in 
which  alcohol  was  only  one  cause  were  not  counted.  Thus,  one 
of  every  ten  persons  committed  to  insane  hospitals  in  1910  had 
alcoholic  insanity.  Among  males,  the  proportion  of  alcoholic 
insane  was  one  in  every  six  admissions. 
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In  Minnesota  the  most  direct  and  frequent  cause  of  any  in- 
sanity is  syphilis.  It  may  roughly  be  stated  as  the  cause  of  ten 
per  cent  of  insanity.  The  next  prominent  cause  is  alcoholic  drink- 
ing, said  Dr.  R.  M.  Phelps,  of  the  Minnesota  State  Insane  Hospital 
at  the  Minnesota  Conference  of  Charities  and  Corrections,  1915, 
“It  may  be  said  to  cause  directly  and  decidedly  10  per  cent  more, 
and  to  be  a prominent  helping  cause  in  about  15  per  cent  of  addi- 
tional cases. ' 

The  Michigan  Eugenics  Commission  (1915)  discussing  the 
causes  of  insanity,  ^aia:  “Could  the  present  day  direct  influence 

of  alcohol  and  syphilis  be  abolished,  the  state  would  be  relieved 
of  a care  of  nearly  one-fourth  of  the  cases  now  yearly  admitted 
to  the  Michigan  State  Hospital.  [With]  the  removal  of  these  two 
factors,  there  would  be  a tremendous  lessening  in  future  genera- 
tions of  the  insanity  which  develops  on  the  foundation  of  a de- 
fective nervous  and  mental  organization.” 

The  Commission  further  reported  that  alcohol  was  the  direct 
cause  of  the  insanity  of  one  person  in  every  12  (8.4  per  cent) 
admitted  to  the  Michigan  state  insane  hospitals  in  1913-1914. 
There  was  alcoholism  among  the  ancestors  in  13.4  per  cent  of 
the  patients  admitted. 

Alcohol  was  a cause  of  22.2  per  cent  of  all  the  male  first 
admissions  to  state  insane  hospitals  in  New  York  in  the  year 
ending  September  30,  1913,  according  to  Dr.  A.  J.  Rosanoff,  State 
Hospital,  Kings  Park,  N.  Y.,  at  the  45th  Annual  Meeting  of  the 
American  Society  for  the  Study  of  Alcohol  and  Other  Narcotics, 
December,  1915.  This  does  not  include  the  12.4  per  cent  in  which 
there  was  also  a history  of  intemperance,  nor  the  43.8  per  cent  in 
which  alcohol  was  said  to  have  been  used  moderately.  “In  view 
of  what  has  been  learned  concerning  the  effects  even  of  single 
moderate  doses  of  alcohol,”  said  Dr.  Rosanoff,  “it  is  impossible  not 
to  feel  that  some  unascertained  degree  of  harm  has  been  produced 
by  the  alcohol  even  in  the  two  last  mentioned  groups  of  cases, 
although  a conservative  judgment  has  refused  to  attribute  a 
causative  influence  to  it.” 

Twenty-seven  per  cent  of  all  the  admissions  to  the  California 
State  (Insane)  Hospitals  are  due  to  alcoholic  insanity  and  alco- 
holism and  drug  addiction,  according  to  the  California  State 
Board  of  Health,  Vol.  II,  No.  10. 

One  hundred  cases  of  alcoholic  insanity  committed  to  the 
Rhode  Island  State  Hospital  in  1912  and  1913  cost  the  state  in 
round  numbers  up  to  February  1,  1916,  $12,000.  Dr.  Arthur  H. 
Harrington  of  this  hospital  says,  “Some  will  remain  in  the  hos- 
pital for  an  indefinite  period;  some  will  pass  the  remainder  of 
their  lives  at  the  hospital.” 

In  New  England  in  1910,  there  were  13.7  persons  to  each  100,- 
000  of  the  population  committed  to  state  hospitals  suffering  from 
alcoholic  insanity.  This  ratio  is  larger  for  New  England  than 
for  any  one  of  the  other  eight  census  divisions  of  the  United 
States.  It  is  the  state  of  Massachusetts  that  carries  New  Eng- 
land’s ratio  up.  In  1910  there  were  614  cases  of  alcoholic  insanity 
committed  to  hospitals  in  Massachusetts.  In  the  United  States 
as  a whole  there  were  6.7  persons  per  100,000  population  admitted 
to  insane  hospitals  having  alcoholic  insanity;  in  New  England  the 
ratio  was  13.7;  in  Massachusetts  18.6.  Alcoholic  insanity  consti- 
tuted 12.9  per  cent  of  all  admissions  of  insane  in  New  England  in 
1910;  14.3  per  cent  in  Massachusetts,  6.4  per  cent  in  Maine.  In  1915, 
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the  percentage  of  alcoholic  insanity  in  Massachusetts  was  12.16. 

insanity  in  Kansas  makes  a relatively  favorable  showing, 
according  to  the  Sixth  Biennial  Report  of  the  Board  of  Control 
of  tfie  State  Charitable  Institutions  of  Kansas  for  the  two  years 
ending  June  30. 

The  actual  increase  in  the  institutional  insane  in  Kansas  be- 
tween 1904  and  1910  was  only  18  per  cent  as  contrasted  with  the 
25.1  per  cent  of  the  country  as  a whole.  Its  ratio  of  insane  to 
population  increased  8.5  per  cent  as  against  11  per  cent  in  the 
whole  United  States. 

There  were  but  17  alcoholic  insane  patients,  all  males,  ad- 
mitted to  the  Topeka  Hospital  in  two  years.  “This,  says  the 
report,  “is  2.1  per  cent  of  all  admissions,  as  compared  with  3.2 
per  cent  in  the  preceding  biennial  period. 

“Fourteen  of  these  were  first  admissions;  three  were  re- 
admissions. Four  were  foreign-born,  while  nine,  or  more  than 
50  per  cent,  were  of  foreign  parentage.  Fifty-three  per  cent  of 
the  patients,  where  a family  history  could  be  obtained,  had  par- 
ents or  grandparents  that  drank  to  excess. 

“When  compared  with  the  state  hospital  reports  from  other 
states,  2.1  per  cent  is  a surprisingly  small  proportion  of  alcoholic 
insanity.  It  should  be  borne  in  mind  in  this  connection  that 
Kansas,  unlike  many  states,  has  no  state  inebriate  hospital  nor 
county  nor  city  hospital  where  acute  alcoholic  mental  disturb- 
ances such  as  delirium  tremens  and  alcoholic  hallucinosis  may 
be  treated.” 

At  the  Ossawatomie  Hospital  the  11  alcoholic  cases  consti- 
tuted but  1.9  per  cent  of  the  total  admissions.  Nine  of  these  came 
from  border  counties.  “This  low  percentage  of  alcoholic  insanity,” 
says  the  superintendent,  “strikingly  proves  the  effectiveness  and 
some  of  the  benefits  of  state-wide  Prohibition.” 

These  facts  as  to  the  prevalence  of  insanity  and  the  reduction 
of  alcoholic  insanity  after  the  enactment  and  enforcement  of  Pro- 
hibition laws  justify  the  resolutions  passed  by  the  annual  con- 
vention of  Alienists  and  Neurologists,  July,  1915: 

It  has  been  established  that  alcohol  is  a poison  directly  affecting-  the  brain 
and  other  tissues,  and  that  its  effects  are  responsible  for  a large  part  of  the 
various  forms  of  insanity  and  degeneracy. 

The  laws  of  many  states  make  alcohol  freely  available  for  drinking  pur- 
poses, and  thereby  contribute  to  the  physical  and  moral  degeneration  of  the 
people.  We  unconditionally  condemn  the  use  of  alcohol  as  a beverage,  and 
recommend  that  the  various  states  enact  laws  to  eliminate  its  use. 


THE  STATUS  OF  THE  ALCOHOLIC  HEREDITY  QUESTION 

Investigations  by  Bertholet  of  the  University  of  Lausanne 
through  autopsies  revealed  greater  degenerative  organic  changes 
in  heavy  drinkers  than  among  those  who  did  not  exceed  the  use 
of  I-IV2  quarts  of  wine  or  two  quarts  of  beer  in  24  hours.  The 
following  table  shows  the  result: 


Heavy 


Drinkers 

More  or  less  complete  degeneracy  of  testicles 86  per  cent 

Heart  muscle — hardening,  degeneracy  and  fatty  alter- 
ation   70  per  cent 

Kidney — enlarged  and  contracted 64  per  cent 

Liver — hob-nail,  enlarged  and  19,  40,  59 

fatty  per  cent 

Stpmach  dilatation  and  chronic  catarrh 45  per  cent 

Tuberculosis  32  percent 


Other 
Drinkers 
29  per  cent 

37  per  cent 
16  per  cent 
1 1 per  cent 
(no  cirrhosis) 
19  per  cent 
33per  cent 
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The  investigations  developed  the  fact  that  the  heavier  drinkers 
had  especially  serious  degenerative  changes  in  the  generative 
organs  indicating  that  the  integrity  of  the  organ  producing  the 
life  cells  may  be  injured  by  alcohol. 
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— From  The  Scientific  Temperance  Journal. 
Black  lines  represent  heaviest  drinkers.  Dotted  lines  represent  lighter  drinkers. 

Side-Lights  on  Alcohol  Heredity 

Corroborative  evidence  that  the  germ  cell  itself  is  not  so  well 
protected  that  it  can  not  be  injured  by  poisons  circulating  in  the 
blood  comes  from  Weller  (Proceedings  Soc.  Exper.  Biol,  and 
Med.,  1915,  XII,  157),  who  found  that  when  he  fed  lead  in  suitable 
form  to  guinea  pigs  the  young  were  underweight  at  birth,  and 
this  underweight  persisted  through  life.  There  was  also  a higher 
mortality  soon  after  birth  than  among  the  young  of  untreated 
animals. 

Cole  and  Bachhuber  had  similar  results  in  feeding  lead  to 
rabbits  and  fowls. 

It  is  well  known  that  the  effects  of  the  poison  of  syphilis 
show  themselves  in  the  offspring  of  infected  parents. 

Sigmund  Pollitzer,  M.D.,  New  York  City,  favors  (Trans. 
American  Gynecological  Society,  Vol.  41,  p.  103,  1916)  the  view 
that  in  syphilis  of  the  father  a deterioration  of  the  semen  takes 
place  and  consequently  of  the  cells  analogous  to  that  produced 
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by  alcohol  . . . which  renders  the  ovum  fertilized  by  it  in- 

capable of  development  into  a normal  foetus. 

These  two  lines  of  evidence  from  lead  and  syphilis  show  that 
it  is  possible  for  the  germ  cell  to  be  injured  by  poisons  circulating 
in  the  blood.  Hence,  it  is  not  improbable  that  alcohol  may  exert 
injurious  effects  especially  as  experiments  demonstrate  that 
abnormalities  do  appear  in  the  progeny  of  alcoholized  animals, 
and  that  these  defects  persist  from  generation  to  generation. 

Animal  Experiments  on  Direct  Alcohol  Injury 

Dr.  Charles  R.  Stockard  of  Cornell  Medical  School  is  con- 
ducting experiments  which  have  now  continued  several  years,  as 
to  the  effects  of  alcohol  on  heredity  in  guinea  pigs.  The  report 
on  the  experiments  up  to  March  24,  1916,  gives  a record  of  887 
matings  which  produced  1,115  full-term  young  and  288  early  abor- 
tions or  negative  results.  (Interstate  Medical  Journal,  June,  1916.) 

Deformities  were  even  more  frequent  among  the  offspring 
when  an  animal  of  alcoholic  parentage  was  mated  with  an  alco- 
holic. The  results  were  worse  in  some  ways  than  when  two  alco- 
holic animals  were  mated. 

The  following  table  gives  the  results  of  all  alcoholic  and  nor- 
mal matings  in  the  first  generation: 


Number  Matings  No  Result  Still-born  Litters 

Alcoholic  180  69  (38%)  21 

Normal  123  26  (21%)  2 

Living  Young  Dying  Total  Surviving 

Litters  Soon  After  Birth  Dead  Young 

Alcoholic  90  (50%)  77  125  93 

Normal  95  (77%)  24  32  154 


In  the  second  generation,  animals  having  one  alcoholized 
parent  had  three  times  as  many  still-born  litters  proportionally 
as  normal  animals.  Three-fourths  of  their  still-born  young  showed 
serious  eye  defects.  Nearly  one-half  (47  per  cent)  of  the  living 
young  died  soon  after  birth.  Of  those  that  lived,  one-fourth  had 
serious  defects,  more  than  one-half  are  nervous  and  excitable,  and 
even  when  mated  to  normal  animals,  give  “very  poor  quality  of 
offspring  if  any  at  all.” 

The  degenerate  offspring  in  the  third  generation,  the  experi- 
menter concludes,  owe  their  condition  to  the  effects  of  the  alcohol 
upon  the  germ  cells  of  their  grandparents  which  have  been  trans- 
mitted to  them  through  their  parents.  The  few  animals  of  this 
generation  which  have  survived  “are  generally  weak  and  in  many 
instances  appear  to  be  quite  sterile  even  though  paired  with  vig- 
orous, prolific,  normal  mates.” 

The  germ  cells  of  the  males  in  animals  seem  to  be  more  in- 
jured by  the  treatment  than  those  of  females,  as  there  is  a larger 
proportion  of  degenerate,  paralytic  and  deformed  offspring  from 
the  alcoholized  males  than  from  the  alcoholized  females. 

The  female  offspring  of  alcoholized  males  are  less  viable  and 
more  frequently  deformed  than  the  male  offspring. 

On  the  other  hand  the  male  offspring  from  alcoholized  females 
are  inferior  to  the  female  offspring. 

The  experiments  show  that  changes  in  the  germ  cells  of  one  • 
generation  by  treatment  with  alcohol  give  rise  to  conditions  that 
may  appear  through  several  generations.  The  author  explains 
the  matter  thus: 

“Mammals  treated  with  injurious  substances,  such  as  alcohol,  ether,  lead, 
etc.,  suffer  from  the  treatments  by  having  the  tissues  of  their  bodies  injured. 
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When  the  reproductive  glands  and  germ  cells  become  injured  in  this  way  they 
give  rise  to  offspring  showing  weak  and  degenerate  conditions  of  a general 
nature,  and  every  cell  of  these  offspring  having  been  derived  from  the  injured 
egg  or  sperm  cell  are  necessarily  similarly  injured  and  can  only  give  rise  to 
other  injured  cells  and  thus  the  next  generation  of  offspring  are  equally  weak 
and  injured,  and  so  on.  The  only  hope  for  such  a line  of  individuals  is  that 
it  can  be  crossed  by  normal  stock,  in  which  case  the  vigor  of  the  normal 
germ  cell  in  the  combination  may  counteract,  or  at  any  rate  reduce,  the  extent 
of  injury  in  the  body  cells  of  the  resulting  animal.  By  continually  intro- 
ducing normal  mates  into  such  a line  the  defects  may  be  entirely  eliminated, 
but  the  continued  inbreeding  of  animals  with  defects  or  systemic  injuries  will 
doubtless  result  in  the  death  of  the  race.”  (American  Naturalist,  Nov.,  1913.) 

A few  animals  of  the  third  generation  have  been  mated  and 
their  progeny  show  much  worse  conditions  of  degeneracy  than 
any  of  the  others.  Out  of  six  matings  only  one  animal  survived. 
Of  four  animals  that  died  soon  after  birth,  two  were  completely 
eyeless.  None  of  their  predecessors  had  received  alcohol  except 
their  great-grandfathers. 

Dr.  Aldred  Scott  Warthin,  professor  of  pathology,  University 
of  Michigan,  says  of  the  possible  effect  of  alcohol  upon  progeny 
(Reference  Handbook  of  the  Medical  Sciences,  Yol.  VI,  p.  279): 

“The  sexual  cells  may  be  affected  by  the  intoxication  of  either  parent. 
The  new-born  of  chronic  alcoholics  very  frequently  show  malformations,  and 
at  a later  date,  psychic  disturbances.  This  is  particularly  the  case  in  maternal 
alcoholism  during  pregnancy.” 

Possible  Indirect  Effects  of  Alcohol 

Dr.  T.  A.  Mjoen,  director  of  the  Chemical  and  Race  Hygiene 
Research,  is  of  the  opinion  (Brit.  Jour.  Inebriety,  July,  1914)  that 
alcohol  does  not  injure  a sound  germ  cell  in  a way  to  cause 
feeblemindedness,  but  that  when  a defect  already  exists  alcohol 
maintains  and  prevents  its  being  ‘‘bred  out.”  Dr.  Mjoen  believes 
that  in  time  we  shall  find  that  alcohol  can  attack  a special  organ 
— the  brain,  the  liver,  the  kidney — and  that  this  defective  organ 
produces  substances  harmful  to  the  germ  cells. 

Another  view  of  the  possibly  indirect  influence  of  alcohol  on 
heredity  is  expressed  by  Dr.  Charles  S.  deM.  Sajous  of  Phila- 
delphia (New  York  Medical  Journal,  July  10,  1915),  who  believes 
that  alcohol  used  by  the  parent  may  impair  the  activity  of  the 
ductless  glands,  the  secretions  of  some  of  which  are  necessary 
to  the  development  not  only  of  these  glands  themselves,  but  of 
the  nerve  cells.  He  thinks  that  when  the  activity  of  these  glands 
is  impaired  in  the  parent  there  may  also  be  impairments  in  the 
child  resulting  in-  defective  development. 

When  Most  Harm  Is  Done 

Dr.  J.  W.  Ballantyne,  lecturer  at  the  University  of  Edinburgh, 
in  a summary  of  present  evidence  as  to  the  effect  of  alcohol  on 
heredity,  expresses  the  belief  (Brit.  Jour,  of  Inebriety,  Jan.,  1917) 
that  the  kind  and  amount  of  harm  done  the  offspring  depends 
upon  the  time  when  the  alcoholic  influence  begins  and  that  alco- 
hol produces  its  most  serious  and  lasting  evil  effects  either  in 
the  two  weeks  after  conception,  before  the  means  of  protecting 
the  new  life  are  fully  developed,  or  in  the  long  preceding  period 
when  the  two  cells  which  unite  to  make  the  new  individual  are 
separately  in  the  keeping  of  the  father  and  the  mother. 

Dr.  Ballantyne  believes  that  the  effects  of  alcohol  upon  the 
unborn  are  simply  in  accord  with  the  effects  with  which  we  are 
familiar  in  the  child  and  the  adult.  The  causes  of  morbid  pro- 
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cesses  whether  in  ante-natal  or  post-natal  life  he  regards  as  in 
all  probability  the  same — injuries,  poisons,  microbes  and  para- 
sites. The  results  differ  under  different  environmental  conditions. 
In  ante-natal  life  they  may  be  seen  in  unique  diseases  peculiar  to 
the  foetus,  or  in  monstrosities  arising  in  the  embryonic  period  of 
formation.  Farther  back  they  produce  an  abnormal  state  of  the 
germ  cell. 

Among  these  varying  views  as  to  how  alcohol  does  harm  to 
succeeding  generations,  there  is  practical  unanimity  that  it  does 
it.  Meanwhile,  says  Dr.  Mjoen,  “We  can’t  wait  to  take  precau- 
tions to  save  the  individual  until  the  chemical  and  physical 
effects  of  alcohol  are  made  absolutely  clear.  We  cannot  hesitate 
to  take  precautions  to  protect  the  offspring — the  true  rights  of 
the  child — until  the  effect  of  alcohol  upon  the  germ-plasm  is  fully 
understood  in  all  its  details.  The  best  preventive  hygiene  is  to 
take  precautions  and  restrictions  against  all  chemical  race  poi- 
sons, especially  lead,  syphilis  and  alcohol.” 


THE  RED  PLAGUE  AND  ALCOHOL 

Testimony  before  the  British  Royal  Commission  on  Venereal 
Diseases  (1916)  showed  that  alcohol  not  only  increases  the  prev- 
alence of  such  diseases  by  clouding  the  judgment  or  weakening 
the  self-control  that  would  naturally  resist  the  act  in  which  the 
diseases  are  incurred,  but  lowers  the  natural  bodily  resistance  to 
the  disease  germs,  and  renders  medical  treatment  less  efficacious. 

Surgeon  C.  E.  Riggs  reported  in  the  United  States  Naval  Bul- 
letin (Jan.,  1917)  that  of  365  patients  of  this  class  at  the  Norfolk 
(Virginia)  Training  School,  37.5  per  cent  admitted  having  been 
under  the  influence  of  alcohol  at  the  time  of  exposure  to  disease. 
The  actual  percentage,  Surgeon  Riggs  thinks,  was  a little  greater, 
as  several,  having  taken  a glass  or  two  of  beer,  were  yet  un- 
willing to  admit  that  they  were  in  any  way  under  alcoholic  in- 
fluence. 

More  than  10  per  cent  of  226  girls  reported  by  the  Kansas 
City  inquiry  on  vice  conditions  of  that  city  declared  their  ruin 
wholly  due  to  drink,  according  to  William  Burgess  (The  World’s 
Social  Evil,  1916).  “If  one  reflects  upon  the  other  eight  ‘causes’ 
there  will  be  little  doubt  but  that  liquor  was  a chief  contributory 
agent  in,  them.  Drinking  and  dancing,  for  example,  as  causes  of 
prostitution  are  usually  related.” 

Investigations  of  commercialized  prostitution  in  102  towns 
and  cities  in  the  United  Stdtes  show  (Social  Hygiene,  Jan.,  1916) 
that  the  sale  of  liquor  was  as  much  a part  of  the  business  as  the 
immoral  features.  It  was  proved  that  many  of  the  resorts  could 
not  exist  on  the  profits  from  immorality  alone,  but  that  these 
must  be  augmented  by  the  sale  of  intoxicants. 

The  elimination  of  alcoholic  drinks  is  named  bv  the  general 
secretary  of  the  Social  Hygiene  Association  (Social  Hygiene,  Jan., 
1916)  as  one  of  the  five  measures  that  must  be  adopted  if  the 
diseases  of  vice  are  to  be  reduced  and  ultimately  eradicated. 

“That  Prohibition  of  the  sale  of  liquor  would  reduce  the  prev- 
a^noe  of  commercialized  prostitution  is  evident  from  the  efforts 
which  have  been  made  to  separate  the  sale  of  liquor  from  prosti- 
tution in  certain  cities  which  tolerated  vice  or  segregated  dis- 
tricts,” says  George  J.  Kneeland  (Social  Hygiene,  Jan.,  1916). 
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The  man  who  dies  from  the  effects  of  alcohol  is  just  as  dead 
as  if  he  died  of  smallpox  or  typhoid  fever. 

The  state  should  be  just  as  careful  to  protect  its  people  from 
one  source  of  disease  as  from  another. 

Alcohol  is  not  a stimulant  to  the  real  man,  but  a form  of 
“knock-out  drops”  putting  the  real  civilized  man  out  of  business 
and  releasing  the  primitive,  latent  savage. — Life  Extension  In- 
stitute. 

The  general  trend  of  mortality  is  the  same  in  all  companies 
and  shows  that  “Old  Mortality”  and  “John  Barleycorn”  are  ex- 
ceedingly good  cronies  and  wherever  you  find  alcohol  you  find 
the  following  formula  at  work:  More  alcohol — higher  death-rate. 
— Eugene  Lyman  Fisk,  M.D. 

War  is  destroying  intemperance,  when  it  has  always  been  the 
very  mother  of  drunkenness  and  the  wet  nurse  of  all  the  vices 
of  dissipation. — Woods  Hutchinson,  M.D. 

A wild  animal  that  must  be  watched  is  no  very  safe  play- 
fellow, and  the  record  of  alcohol  in  its  influence  on  mankind  cer- 
tainly justifies  the  claim  that  it  needs  watching. — Eugene  Lyman 
Fisk,  ijl.D. 

Alcoholic  companionship,  like  alcoholic  friendship,  belongs  to 
the  lower  level;  at  its  highest,  it  does  not  get  above  the  emo- 
tional plane;  at  its  commonest,  it  is  on  the  physical.— Vance 
Thompson  in  Drink  and  Be  Sober. 

The  world  is  entering  the  sober  way  of  life.  And  the  mod- 
erate drinker  must  face  about  and  march  with  it — or  be  left 
behind,  among  the  defectives,  the  ineffectives,  exiles  from  their 
generation. — Vance  Thompson  in  Drink  and  Be  Sober. 

Sowing  wild  oats  isn’t  a financial  success.  The  market  is 
generally  found  limited  to  the  Salvation  Army  and  municipal 
lodging  houses. — Melvin  Ryder  in  Rambles  Round  the  Campus. 

You  cannot  transmit  vice  to  your  son.  What  you  do  give 
him  is  a nervous  organization  in  which  your  peculiar  vice  most 
readily  takes  root.  Had  not  your  son  to  walk  abroad  in  a drink- 
poisoned  world,  that  potentiality  would  never  bear  its  poisoned 
fruit  of  drunkenness. — Vance  Thompson  in  Drink  and  Be  Sober. 

The  important  question  is  not,  Does  the  smallest  consumption 
of  alcohol  injure  me?  But  it  is,  What  can  I do,  how  shall  I so 
order  my  life  that  our  nation  may  free  itself  from  the  meshes  of 
alcoholism? — Dr.  B.  Strehler. 

The  dropping  of  whisky  and  brandy  from  the  United  States 
Pharmacopoeia  indicates  that  they  are  no  longer  of  sufficient  im- 
portance as  medicinal  agents  to  retain  a place  among  standard 
drugs. — Dr.  Harvey  W.  Wiley. 

The  medical  profession  as  a whole  for  many  decades,  at  least, 
has  opposed  the  use  of  alcohol  in  health.  The  last  Pharmacopoeia 
of  the  United  States  omits  alcohol  altogether  from  the  list  of 
drugs  used  in  the  treatment  of  disease.  Therefore,  the  American 
medical  profession  as  a w'hole  condemns  the  use  of  alcohol  as  a 
food  or  beverage  and  looks  with  disfavor  upon  its  employment 
even  for  medicinal  purposes  by  the  medical  profession  itself.  It 
is  hardly  worth  while  at  this  date  to  go  into  any  minutia  con- 
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cerning  the  ill  effects  of  alcohol.  Poverty,  crime  and  disease  mark 
its  use  throughout  the  world. — Y.  C.  Vaughan,  M.D.,  Dean  of 
University  of  Michigan  Medical  School,  Ann  Arbor. 

The  first  great  count  in  the  indicment  against  alcohol  is  that 
it  is  a sure  friend,  the  best  known  friend,  of  all  the  other  racial 
poisons. — Dr.  C.  W.  Saleeby. 

In  times  of  peace  and  great  national  prosperity  the  use  of 
alcohol  is  attended  with  terrible  cost  and  grave  dangers,  and  at 
such  times  the  careless  and  custom-ridden  may  resolve  to  pay  the 
price  and  to  run  the  risk. 

But  in  a time  of  war  when  the  fountains  of  the  deep  are  opened, 
and  every  day  takes  its  heavy  toll  of  human  life  and  labor,  the 
nation  that  deliberately  lessens  its  fighting  capacity,  increases 
the  cost  of  the  war  in  all  that  is  most  precious,  and  its  power  of 
recovery  from  the  disastrous  effects  of  war,  is  blind* to  its  true 
interests. — Sir  Alfred  Pearce-Gould. 

What  we  know  about  drink  will  largely  determine  what  we 
do  about  it. 

Knowledge  of  the  nature  of  alcohol  is  the  foundation  stone  of 
our  defense  against  alcoholism. 

As  long  as  a man  thinks  alcohol  is  a friend,  he  will  not  treat 
it  as  an  enemy. 

No  force  would  banish  alcohol  from  the  world  as  quickly  as 
a true  vision  of  the  world  without  it. — E.  L.  Transeau. 
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Constitution  of  the  Anti-Saloon 
League  of  America 

Amended  at  Atlantic  City,  N.  J.f  July  6-9,  1915 

ARTICLE  I.  NAME 

The  name  of  this  organization  is  the  Anti- Saloon  League  of 
America. 

ARTICLE  II.  OBJECT 

The  object  of  this  League  is  the  extermination  of  the  bever- 
age liquor  traffic,  for  the  accomplishing  of  which  the  alliance  of 
all  who  are  in  harmony  with  this  object  is  invited.  The  League 
pledges  itself  to  avoid  affiliation  with  any  political  party  as  such, 
and  to  maintain  an  attitude  of  strict  neutrality  on  all  questions  of 
public  policy  not  directly  and  immediately  concerned  with  the 
traffic  in  strong  drink. 

ARTICLE  III.  OFFICERS 

The  officers  of  this  League  shall  be:  A president,  12  vice- 
presidents,  a secretary,  a treasurer  and  a general  superintendent, 
all  of  whom  shall  be  elected  biennially  by  the  board  of  directors 
at  the  time  of  such  national  convention;  also  a general  manager 
of  publishing  interests,  a financial  secretary,  a legislative  super- 
intendent, an  assistant  general  superintendent,  a superintendent 
of  total  abstinence  work  and  an  attorney,  who  shall  be  chosen 
biennially  by  the  board  of  directors  upon  nomination  of  the 
executive  committee;  also 4 superintendents  of  the  several  state 
Leagues  each  of  whom  shall  be  elected  annually  by  the  state 
League  by  whatever  method  it  may  determine,  and  the  state 
League  shall  fix  the  amount  of  salary,  provided,  however,  that 
such  superintendent  shall  not  perform  any  of  the  duties  of  such 
office  or  be  entitled  to  any  salary  beyond  the  period  of  three 
months,  unless  within  that  time  his  election  and  the  action  of  the 
state  League  in  fixing  the  salary  shall  be  ratified  by  the  execu- 
tive committee  of  the  Anti- Saloon  League  of  America.  In  the 
event  of  a disagreement  the  question  shall  be  referred  to  a com- 
mittee of  nine,  three  of  whom  shall  be  chosen  by  the  national 
executive  committee,  three  to  be  chosen  by  the  state  League  and 
three  from  without  the  state  involved  from  the  members  of  the 
board  of  directors  by  the  six  members  thus  chosen. 

ARTICLE  IV.  BOARD  OF  DIRECTORS 

Section  1.  There  shall  be  a Board  of  Directors  composed  of 
two  representatives  from  each  state  League  and  additional  repre- 
sentatives as  follows:  Each  state  having  a population  of  more 

than  1,000,000,  according  to  the  last  Federal  census,  shall  have  an 
additional  member  of  the  Board  of  Directors  for  each  additional 
1,000,000  population  or  major  part  thereof.  Provided,  that  the 
maximum  representation  on  the  Board  of  Directors  be  limited 
to  five  members  from  each  state  League. 

Section  2.  The  Board  of  Directors  shall  transact  the  busi- 
ness of  the  League  and  shall  have  power  to  adopt  such  by-laws 
in  conformity  with  this  constitution  as  may  be  necessary  for  the 
conduct  of  the  League’s  affairs. 
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ARTICLE  V.  EXECUTIVE  COMMITTEE 
There  shall  be  an  Executive  Committee  elected  biennially  by 
the  Board  of  Directors  consisting  of  19  members,  one  member 
from  each  of  the  following  districts:  District  No.  1,  the  New 

England  states;  District  No.  2,  New  York;  District  No.  3,  Mary- 
land, New  Jersey,  Delaware  and  the  District  of  Columbia;  Dis- 
trict No.  4,  Pennsylvania;  District  No.  5,  Virginia,  North  Caro- 
lina and  South  Carolina;  District  No.  6,  Ohio  and  West 
Virginia;  District  No.  7,  Indiana  and  Michigan;  District 
No.  8,  Illinois;  District  No.  9,  Kentucky,  Tennessee  and  Missis- 
sippi; District  No.  10,  Georgia,  Alabama  and  Florida;  District 
No.  11,  Louisiana  and  Texas;  District  No.  12,  Missouri  and 
Arkansas;  District  No.  13,  Wisconsin,  Minnesota  and  Iowa;  Dis- 
trict No.  14,  Nebraska,  Kansas,  Colorado  and  Oklahoma;  District 
No.  15,  California,  Nevada,  Utah,  Arizona  and  New  Mexico; 
District  No.  16,  Washington,  Oregon,  Idaho,  Montana,  Wyoming, 
North  Dakota  and  South  Dakota;  and  three  members  at  large, 
not  more  than  one  of  whom  shall  come  from  any  one  of  the 
16  districts. 

ARTICLE  VI.  STATE  BOARDS  OF  TRUSTEES 
There  shall  be  a Board  of  Trustees  for  each  state  League. 
Each  such  board  shall  be  representative  of  the  church  bodies 
and  other  organizations  in  the  state  co-operating  in  the  League, 
and  shall  be  elected  annually  or  biennially  by  such  method  as 
may  be  determined  by  the  state  convention  or  state  Board  of 
Trustees. 

ARTICLE  VII.  HEADQUARTERS  COMMITTEE 
There  shall  be  a Headquarters  Committee  for  each  state 
League  consisting  of  not  less  than  five  members,  all  of  whom 
shall  be  elected  annually  or  biennially  by  the  state  Board  of 
Trustees 

ARTICLE  VIII.  CONVENTIONS 
Conventions  of  this  League  shall  be  held  biennially.  The 
time  and  place  shall  be  fixed  by  the  Executive  Committee.  By  a 
two-thirds  vote  of  the  Executive  Committee  special  conventions 
may  be  called.  All  persons  shall  be  recognized  as  delegates  to 
the  convention  who  are  appointed  by  local  church,  Sunday  school, 
Gideons,  Young  People’s  Societies,  temperance  organizations^ 
Y.  W.  C.  A.  and  Y.  M.  C.  A.  or  district  or  annual  association, 
synod  or  convention  of  a religious  body,  or  by  any  state  Board 
of  Trustees  or  state  Headquarters  Committee,  or  any  other 
organization  co-operating  with  the  state  League. 

ARTICLE  IX.  AMENDMENTS 
Amendments  to  this  constitution  may  be  made  at  any  bi- 
ennial meeting  by  a two-thirds  vote  of  the  members  of  the  Board 
of  Directors  present  and  voting,  upon  recommendation  of  a two- 
thirds  vote  of  the  Executive  Committee,  or,  in  the  absence  of 
such  recommendation,  by  a three-fourths  vote  of  the  members  of 
the  Board  of  Directors  present  and  voting.  Final  vote  upon  any 
proposed  amendment  shall  not  be  taken  within  24  hours  after  it 
shall  have  been  presented  to  the  board. 

ARTICLE  X 

This  Constitution  shall  be  in  effect  on  and  after  June  1,  1914. 
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BY-LAWS  OF  THE  ANTI-SALOON  LEAGUE 

1.  The  general  superintendent  shall  give  his  entire  time  to 
the  organization  and  work  of  the  League,  and  the  superintendency 
of  its  activities  throughout  the  entire  United  States. 

2.  The  secretary  shall  keep  a record  of  the  proceedings  of 
the  national  convention  and  the  Board  of  Directors  and  publish 
the  same  when  authorized  for  sale  and  distribution,  and  shall 
issue  notices  of  meetings  of  the  Board  of  Directors  and  perform 
such  other  work  as  properly  pertains  to  the  office. 

3.  The  general  manager  of  publishing  interests  shall  have 
supervision  over  the  League’s  publishing  interests,  including  the 
business  management  of  the  American  Issue  Publishing  Com- 
pany and  the  editorial  conduct  of  the  League  publications.  He 
shall  be  under  the  direction  of  and  responsible  to  the  Executive 
Committee  and  through  it  to  the  Board  of  Directors. 

4.  The  financial  secretary  shall  supervise  the  work  of  secur- 
ing funds  for  the  maintenance  of  the  League,  including  the  col- 
lection of  the  percentage  due  the  national  treasury  from  the  state 
Leagues.  He  shall  not  conduct  a financial  campaign  in  any  state 
without  an  arrangement  made  between  the  Executive  Commit- 
tee and  state  superintendent  and  Headquarters  Committee  of  the 
state  League.  He  shall  be  under  the  direction  of  and  responsible 
to  the  general  superintendent  and  the  Executive  Committee,  and 
through  them  to  the  Board  of  Directors. 

5.  The  legislative  superintendent  shall  represent  the  Anti- 
Saloon  League  in  the  effort  to  secure  improved  temperance  leg- 
islation by  Congress  with  the  counsel  and  under  the  direction  of 
the  general  superintendent  and  the  Executive  Committee.  When 
not  engaged  in  such  work,  he  shall  give  his  time  in  work  of  the 
League  under  the  direction  of  the  general  superintendent  and 
the  Executive  Committee. 

6.  The  assistant  general  superintendent  shall  give  his  time 
in  work  for  the  League  under  the  direction  of  the  general  super- 
intendent and  the  Executive  Committee. 

7.  The  superintendent  of  total  abstinence  work  shall  repre- 
sent the  League  in  the  promotion  of  the  work  of  the  Lincoln-Lee 
Legion  with  the  counsel  and  under  the  direction  of  the  general 
superintendent  and  the  Executive  Committee.  When  not  engaged 
in  such  work  he  shall  give  his  time  in  work  for  the  League  under 
the  direction  of  the  general  superintendent  and  the  Executive 
Committee. 

8.  The  attorney  shall  represent  the  League  in  legal  matters 
and  in  the  general  law  enforcement  department  of  the  League 
work  with  the  counsel  and  under  the  direction  of  the  general 
superintendent  and  the  Executive  Committee.  When  not  engaged 
in  such  work  he  shall  give  his  time  in  work  for  the  League  under 
the  direction  of  the  general  superintendent  and  the  Executive 
Committee. 

9.  Each  superintendent  of  a state  League  shall  superintend 
the  work  of  the  League  in  that  state  under  the  direction  of  the 
Headquarters  Committee  in  harmony  with  the  policy  laid  down 
by  the  Executive  Committee  and  the  general  superintendent.  He 
shall  counsel  with  the  state  Headquarters  Committee  and  shall 
execute  the  policies  and  plans  initiated  or  determined  by  the 
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state  Board  of  Trustees  in  harmony  with  the  policies  of  the 
Board  of  Directors  of  the  Anti- Saloon  League  of  America. 

10.  The  Executive  Committee  shall  determine  questions  of 

policy  or  procedure,  shall  investigate  the  financial  condition  of 
the  League  and  make  pro  rata  assessments  among  the  various 
state  Leagues  to  help  meet  the  expenses  of  the  organization,  this 
assessment  to  be  laid  as  follows:  Eight  per  cent  of  the  gross 

receipts  of  the  state  Leagues  having  an  annual  income  of  $125,- 
000  or  more;  10  per  cent  of  the  state  Leagues  having  an  annual 
income  of  $75,000  and  less  than  $125,000;  12%  per  cent  of  the 
gross  receipts  of  state  Leagues  having  an  annual  income  of 
$50,000  and  less  than  $75,000;  15  per  cent  of  the  gross  receipts 

of  state.Leagues  having  an  annual  income  of  $25,000  and  less  than 
$50,000;  17%  per  cent  of  the  gross  receipts  of  state  Leagues  hav- 
ing an  innual  income  of  $10,000  and  less  than  $25,000;  20  per 

cent  of  the  gross  receipts  of  state  Leagues  having  an  income  of 
$5,000  and  less  than  $10,000;  and  25  per  cent  of  the  gross  receipts 
of  state  Leagues  having  an  annual  income  of  less  than  $5,000, 
provided  that  in  no  case  shall  the  maximum  amount  to  be  paid 
by  any  state  League  exceed  the  minimum  amount  to  be  paid  by 
the  next  higher  class  of  assessments  on  state  Leagues. 

The  amounts  yielded  by  these  percentages  on  the  receipts 
of  the  several  state  Leagues  shall  be  paid  into  the  national  treas- 
ury at  least  as  often  as  monthly  and,  except  the  two  and  one-half 
per  cent  hereinafter  provided,  shall  first  be  used  to  pay  or  apply 
on  the  payment  of  the  salary  of  the  superintendent  of  that 
state  League;  said  salary  to  be  paid  at  least  as  often  as  month- 
ly; provided  that  no  assessments  mentioned  in  this  by-law  shall 
be  paid  or  levied  upon  moneys  raised  to  pay  debts  of  state  organi- 
zations created  prior  to  November  10,  1913.  And  provided, 
further,  that  the  Executive  Committee  shall  determine  the  basis 
upon  which  said  percentage  shall  be  levied;  provided  that  in 
those  cases  in  which  the  percentage  forwarded  by  any 
state  League  to  the  treasury  of  the  national  organization  does 
not  amount  to  the  superintendent’s  salary  plus  two  and  one- 
half  per  cent  of  the  monthly  income  of  the  state  League,  that 
state  League  shall  pay  monthly  two  and  one-half  per  cent  of  its 
gross  receipts  into  the  treasury  of  the  national  League  and  at  the 
same  time  forward  the  per  cent  provided  for  by  the  general  pro- 
vision of  the  by-law.  In  the  event  that  the  amount  paid  by  any 
state  on  the  regular  per  cent  assessed  in  the  general  provision 
of  the  by-law  does  not  equal  the  superintendent’s  salary,  the 
national  League  shall  not  be  liable  for  the  remainder  due  such 
superintendent  unless  the  national  Executive  Committee  shall 
assume  this  obligation. 

11.  The  Board  of  Directors  shall  meet  at  the  time  and  place 
of  each  convention.  Special  meetings  shall  be  called  by  the 
president  of  the  Board  of  Directors  upon  the  written  request  of 
not  less  than  a majority  of  the  members  of  the  board  from  each 
of  seven  states.  Thirty  members  of  the  board  shall  constitute 
a quorum.  Notices  of  called  meetings  must  be  mailed  to  each 
member  of  the  board  at  least  30  days  before  a meeting  is  held. 
All  officers  of  the  League  and  members  of  the  Executive  Com- 
mittee who  are  not  regularly  elected  members  of  the  Board  of 
Directors  shall  have  the  privilege  of  the  floor  in  the  meetings  of 
the  board,  but  without  vote.  The  members  of  the  board  repre- 
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senting  each  state  League  shall  be  elected  by  the  state  by  such 
methods  as  it  may  deem  best. 

12.  The  Board  of  Directors  shall  elect  the  trustees  who  shall 
hold  in  trust  the  stock  of  the  corporate  body  known  as  The 
American  Issue  Publishing  Company,  which  was  organized  under 
the  laws  of  the  state  of  Ohio  to  conduct  the  League’s  publishing 
business,  said  trustees  to  be  five  in  number  and  to  hold  office  for 
one  year,  or  until  their  successors  are  elected.  Such  trustees 
shall  hold  all  property,  real  and  personal,  pertaining  to  the 
national  printing  plant,  now  located  at  Westerville,  Ohio,  as 
trustees  for  the  Anti- Saloon  League  of  America,  and  shall  not  as 
such  trustees  or  directors  receive  any  salary  or  any  profit  what- 
soever from  the  operation  of  the  plant,  and  neither  the  board, 
as  a whole,  nor  any  member  of  the  same,  shall  have  power  to 
convey  any  right,  title  or  interest  in  said  plant  to  any  person  or 
persons  other  than  their  successors  elected  by  the  national  Board 
of  Directors  or  the  Executive  Committee,  except  when  ordered 
to  do  so  by  a vote  of  the  Board  of  Directors  of  the  Anti- Saloon 
League  of  America  at  a regular  meeting. 

13.  The  Executive  Committee  shall  act  in  all  matters  for 
the  Board  of  Directors  during  the  interim  between  meetings  of 
the  board;  shall  meet  as  often  as  four  times  a year,  their  neces- 
sary expenses  in  attending  such  meetings  to  be  paid  by  the 
League;  shall  direct  and  control  the  movement  and  expenditures 
of  the  general  superintendent  and  other  active  officers  of  the 
League;  shall  provide  such  assistance  as  it  may  deem  necessary 
for  the  successful  prosecution  of  the  work;  shall  prepare  a bud- 
get of  the  probable  expenses  of  the  several  departments  of  the 
League  and  report  the  same,  together  with  a digest  of  its  work 
and  proceedings,  to  the  Board  of  Directors  for  their  guidance; 
shall  fix  the  salary  of  all  active  officers  of  the  League,  including 
those  of  the  superintendents  of  the  state  Leagues,  and  shall  also 
have  power  to  fill  vacancies  occurring  in  the  offices  of  the 
League  and  in  the  Executive  Committee  in  the  interim  between 
meetings  of  the  Board  of  Directors.  Each  state  superintendent 
shall  make  a report  to  the  general  superintendent  of  all  contri- 
butions, receipts  and  disbursements,  together  with  an  exact 
statement  of  the  financial  condition  of  his  state  League  once  each 
month.  Provided,  that  this  section  shall  not  apply  to  any  funds 
raised  in  any  state  by  the  National  League. 

14.  The  state  Board  of  Trustees  for  any  state  League  shall 
determine  questions  of  policy  or  procedure  for  the  work  in  that 
state  League  in  harmony  with  the  policies  and  plans  of  the 
national  Board  of  Directors.  It  shall  elect  the  state  Headquarters 
Committee  and  the  members  of  the  national  Board  of  Directors 
allotted  to  that  state  by  the  constitution  of  the  Anti- Saloon 
League  of  America.  The  word  “state”  shall  include  the  District 
of  Columbia  and  the  Territories. 

15.  In  case  of  a disagreement  to  be  submitted  to  a commit- 
tee provided  in  Article  3 of  the  constitution,  the  national  Execu- 
tive Committee  shall  take  the  initiative  in  issuing  the  call  for 
such  meeting  and  the  expense  for  the  meeting  shall  be  divided 
equally  between  the  state  League  and  the  Anti- Saloon  League 
of  America. 
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The  World-Wide  Liquor  Problem 


THE  CONTINENT  OF  EUROPE 
The  British  Isles 

The  following  most  significant  memorial,  known  as  the 
“Strength  of  Britain  Memorial,”  was  signed  by  more  than  2,000,000 
adult  persons  in  England  and  Wales,  more  than  400,000  women  in 
Scotland,  and  more  than  150,000  adult  persons  in  the  single  prov- 
ince of  Ulster  in  Ireland.  This  memorial  was  directed  as  an  appeal 
to  the  British  government  praying  for  the  Prohibition  of  the 
liquor  traffic  during  the  war: 

STRENGTH  OF  BRITAIN  MEMORIAL 

WE,  CITIZENS  OF  THE  UNITED  KINGDOM,  APPEAL  TO  THE 
GOVERNMENT  TO  PUT  THE  NATION  ON  ITS  FULL  STRENGTH. 

Two  grave  dangers  stand  before  us,  holding  back  the  power  of  early  vic- 
tory and  throwing  a shadow  over  the  vision  of  peace.  One  is  the  wasting- 
power  of  alcohol;  the  other  is  the  imperiling  of  infant  life.  Among  all  the 
factors  of  weakness,  these  confront  us  with  terrible  vividness,  and  they  lie 
within  our  own  control.  With  the  weakening  power  of  alcohol  removed,  our 
national  effort  against  the  enemy  would  have  gathered  increased  strength ; with 
increased  strength  and  more  rapid  supplies  our  losses  in  six  campaigns  would 
have  been  substantially  reduced. 

Now  that  the  nation  has  followed  the  example  of  our  allies  in  enrolling 
its  full  manhood,  we  appeal  that  we  may  range  ourselves  with  our  greatest 
allies  and  put  on  the  whole  armour  of  Britain.  The  power  exerted  by  alcohol 
cuts  through  the  efficiency  of  the  nation  ; it  weakens  our  fighting  forces  and 
must  lengthen  the  war.  These  facts  stand  out  concerning  this  powerful  trade: 

IT  HINDERS  THE  ARMY:  it  is  the  cause  of  grave  delay  with  muni- 
tions ; it  keeps  thousands  of  men  from  war  work  every  day,  and  makes  good 
sober  workmen  second-rate. 

IT  HAMPERS  THE  NAVY : it  delays  transports,  places  them  at  the 

mercy  of  submarines,  slows  down  repairs,  and  congests  the  docks. 

IT  THREATENS  OUR  MERCANTILE  MARINE:  it  has  absorbed 

during  the  war  over  200,000,000  cubic  feet  of  space,  and  it  retards  the  building 
of  ships  to  replace  our  losses. 

IT  DESTROYS  OUR  FOOD  SUPPLIES:  since  the  war  began  it  has 
consumed  over  3,500,000  tons  of  food,  with  sugar  enough  to  last  the  nation 
100  days.  It  uses  up  more  sugar  than  the  army. 

IT  WASTES  OUR  FINANCIAL  STRENGTH:  since  the  war  began 

our  people  have  spent  on  alcohol  over  £400,000,000. 

IT  DIVERTS  THE  NATION’S  STRENGTH:  it  uses  500,000  workers, 

1.000. 000  acres  of  land,  and  1,500,000  tons  of  coal  a year;  and  during  the  war 
it  has  involved  the  lifting  and  handling  on  road  and  rail  of  a weight  equal  to 

50.000. 000  tons. 

IT  SHATTERS  OUR  MORAL  STRENGTH:  its  temptations  to  women 
involve  grave  danger  to  children  and  anxiety  to  thousands  of  soldiers. 

The  serious  facts  concerning  the  effects  of  drink  on  our  forces  have  been 
known  since  the  early  days  of  the  war,  and  military  and  naval  officials  appointed 
to  investigate  them  pressed  strongly  for  instant  decision.  During  the  18 
months  since  then  the  government  appointed  the  Board  of  Control,  but  its 
work,  successful  socially,  has  had  little  effect  in  the  great  industries  on  which 
our  armies  rely.  Here  the  terrible  truth  of  18  months  ago  is  still  terribly 
true ; the  men  in  the  trenches  are  betrayed  by  an  enemy  at  home.  After  all 
that  has  been  done  the  loss  of  time  on  the  Clyde  is  reduced  from  20  to  \9l/2 
per  cent ; men  earning  a good  week’s  wage  in  half  a week  abandon  work  for 
drinking,  and  those  men  who  give  their  best  to  the  nation,  striving  nobly  to 
undo  the  injury  of  their  weaker  comrades,  are  powerless  in  this  cruel  grip.  It 
is  not  drunkenness  alone,  however,  but  the  constant  sapping  of  one’s  energies 
by  alcohol  that  endangers  our  supplies  of  munitions. 
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Nearly  two  years  have  passed  since  the  King  banished  this  source  of 
national  weakness  from  his  household;  since  engineers,  manufacturers  of  ex- 
plosives, admirals,  directors  of  naval  equipment,  urged  the  government  to 
banish  it  from  the  nation;  since  the  Director  of  Transports  appealed  for  the 
withdrawal  of  all  drink  licenses  for  the  sake  of  the  army  and  navy ; and  since 
the  Shipbuilders’  Federation  declared  that  “with  the  total  abolition  of  drink 
the  work  would  go  with  a swing,  and  you  would  get  as  fine  work  in  our  yards 
and  shops  as  in  the  trenches.”  Yet  the  alcohol  brake  is  still  on  our  workshops. 

As  it  is  impossible  to  estimate  the  disastrous  naval,  military,  social  and 
economic  consequences  of  alcohol  in  this  crisis,  so  it  is  impossible  to  exag- 
gerate the  good  results  of  its  removal.  In  towns  under  the  Control  Board, 
Chiefs  of  Police  are  glowing  in  their  praise  of  peaceful  towns  and  quiet  streets 
at  night,  the  London  Sessions  following  the  adoption  of  the  order  were  the 
shortest  ever  known,  and  several  prisons  have  been  closed  since  the  board 
began  its  work.  Yet,  though  the  general  drinking  hours  have  been  suddenly 
cut  down  to  two  short  periods  a day,  there  has  been  no  serious  complaint,  and 
we  commend  this  as  proof  of  the  readiness  of  the  people  to  accept  war  restric- 
tions and  to  share  in  a common  sacrifice. 

We  are  convinced  that  the  dangers  confronting  us  arise  from  the  sudden 
possession  of  abundant  wages  rather  than  from  a lack  of  patriotic  feeling; 
untrained  in  spending  or  in  thrift,  large  numbers  of  our  workers  waste  their 
reserves  in  drink.  The  greatest  good  a government  can  render  to  its  people 
is  to  strengthen  their  right  purposes  and  weaken  the  power  of  their  tempta- 
tions, and  there  lies  upon  us  now  the  double  duty  of  protecting  our  people 
from  the  temptation  to  drink  away  their  earnings,  and  of  protecting  the  state 
from  the  intolerable  folly  of  high  war  wages  turned  to  the  advantage  of  our 
enemies. 

With  the  resources  of  the  nation  taxed  to  their  utmost,  the  waste  of  £500,000 
a day  on  alcohol  is  a fact  of  pitiful  significance.  With  their  high  wages  our 
people  dig  pits  of  sorrow  instead  of  building  up  reserves  of  power  and  inde- 
pendence; children  die  faster  of  neglect,  and  a city  missionary  has  received  40 
appeals  from  the  trenches  to  look  after  wives  “going  wrong”  through  drink. 

If  it  is  said  we  need  the  revenue  the  state  derives  from  alcohol,  the  answer 
lies  in  these  things.  No  nation  can  make  a profit  from  such  a trade  as  this. 
But  the  fear  for  the  revenue  is  shattered  by  the  noble  action  of  our  allies  and 
dominions;  of  Russia,  which  has  prohibited  vodka;  of  France,  which  has  pro- 
hibited absinthe  and  the  sale  of  spirits  to  women,  soldiers  and  young  people; 
and  of  parts  of  our  dominions,  especially  in  Canada,  where  the  sale  of  alcohol 
is  rapidly  disappearing,  followed  by  the  closing  of  prisons  and  the  quickening- 
up  of  life. 

Russia,  wanting  strength  and  money  too,  has  found  both  in  Prohibition. 
The  saving  power  of  her  people  has  risen  from  shillings  to  pounds.  The  banks 
that  received  £180,000  in  January  before  the  war,  received  in  January,  1915, 
£5,600,000,  and  in  January,  1916,  £12,000,000.  The  industrial  efficiency  of 
Russia  has  increased  by  30  per  cent,  and  an  increase  of  10  per  cent  in  our 
efficiency  would  replace  our  revenue  from  drink. 

But  against  all  considerations  of  financial  sacrific  must  be  set  the  threat- 
ened loss  of  our  mercantile  supremacy  at  sea.  . Unless  we  can  replace  our  lost 
ships  our  supremacy  is  doomed,  and  victory  in  the  field  must  find  us  bereft 
of  the  chief  factor  of  our  national  prosperity.  The  cargoes  carried  for  the 
drink  trade  by  our  war-time  ships  have  been  about  2,000,000  tons,  and  the  same 
cause  that  reduces  our  shipping  reduces  our  capacity  for  repairing  and  re- 
placing our  lost  carrying  power  at  sea.  The  contemplation  of  these  things 
while  neutral  nations  are  building  fleets  must  give  rise  to  the  gravest  appre- 
hension. 

More  serious  still  is  the  peril  of  the  child-life  of  the  state.  It  is  perishing 
faster  than  in  times  of  peace.  Our  brave  ally,  France,  with  the  enemy  almost 
at  the  gates  of  Paris,  won  for  itself  the  enduring  distinction  of  the  lowest 
infant  death-rate  ever  recorded  in  its  capital.  What  Paris  can  do  can  be 
done  in  our  towns  if  the  same  patriotic  devotion  be  shown  by  our  own  people, 
and  if  all  removable  dangers  to  child-life  be  removed.  Chief  among  these 
dangers  is  alcohol. 

No  source  of  weakness  under  our  control  is  so  widespread;  none  is  more 
vital  to  the  safety  of  the  state  in  war  and  its  welfare  in  peace.  But  the 
dangers  of  alcohol  are  tenfold  now.  The  prevalence  of  venereal  disease  among 
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one-tenth  of  our  urban  population,  its  special  danger  to  child-life,  and  the 
anxiety  with  which  we  must  contemplate  its  wide  extension  as  one  of  the 
terrible  gifts  of  peace,  impose  upon  us  an  increasing  responsibility.  In  1912 
over  270,000  working  days  were  lost  in  the  navy  from  this  cause,  and  216,000 
days  in  the  army ; and  the  Royal  Commission  has  urged  that  a decrease  of 
drinking  would  be  an  important  factor  in  the  decrease  of  this  far-reaching 
cause  of  national  decay. 

It  is  not  to  be  questioned  that  in  all  these  causes  for  apprehension  alcohol 
is  the  greatest  single  factor  that  can  be  controlled.  It  is  not  to  be  questioned 
that  the  nation  has  readily  approved  the  half-way  step  to  Prohibition  that  has 
already  been  taken.  It  is  our  profound  conviction  that  the  next  step  must, 
be  taken  before  the  strength  of  Britain  can  be  thrown  effectively  into  the 
arena  on  which  our  liberties  depend.  No  nation  can  be  at  full  strength  with 
such  a factor  in  its  midst. 

We  are  no  temperance  reformers  as  such.  We  stand  for  the  great  desire 
of  all  good  people  to  strike  the  mightiest  blow  for  freedom  of  which  Britain 
is  capable.  We  support  the  demand  for  Prohibition  made  to  the  government 
by  its  own  investigators,  and  by  the  shipbuilders’  deputation,  with  not  a tee- 
totaler among  them,  in  March,  1915.  Believing,  in  the  Prime  Minister’s 
words,  that  “no  sacrifice  is  too -great  when  freedom  and  honor  are  at  stake,” 
and  that  rich  and  poor  alike  should  bear  it,  we  ask  the  government  to  with- 
draw all  drink  licenses  throughout  the  Kingdom  for  the  period  of  the  war. 

We  believe  a golden  moment  has  arrived  for  our  country;  that,  prepared 
for  sacrifice  by  the  example  of  the  King  and  Lord  Kitchener,  the  nation  is 
ready  for  the  natural  step  that  France  and  Russia  have  already  taken:  The 

suspension  of  the  liquor  traffic  during  the  war,  the  conversion  of  the  public- 
houses  into  houses  of  refreshment,  will  quicken  up  our  civil  and  fighting 
populations,  will  raise  a new  fire  of  resolution  in  our  people,  and  will  give  to 
millions  the  first  opportunity  they  have  ever  had  of  breaking  old  habits  of 
weakness  and  forming  new  habits  of  strength. 

We  believe  that  in  this,  as  in  all  other  vital  issues,  there  must  be  sympathy 
of  purpose  and  unity  of  action  between  the  allied  nations ; and  we  appeal  to  the 
government  to  be  bold  and  trust  our  people,  to  be  strong  and  follow  our 
allies,  to  be  worthy  of  the  mighty  destinies  they  hold  in  solemn  trust. 

This  appeal  was  signed  by  vast  numbers  of  influential  persons 
representing  the  British  army  and  navy,  the  controllers  and  direc- 
tors of  the  munitions  of  war,  the  Privy  Council,  both  houses  of 
Parliament,  representatives  of  the  public  services,  trade,  commerce 
and  industry,  artists,  educators,  physicians,  scientists,  musicians 
and  dramatists,  as  well  as  the  representatives  of  all  phases  of 
social  service. 

Conditions  since  the  war  began  have  served  to  show  some- 
thing of  the  stranglehold  which  the  brewers  and  liquor  dealers  of 
England  seem  to  have  on  the  House  of  Lords  and  the  government 
itself.  This  revelation,  however,  has  so  aroused  the  public  through- 
out the  British  Isles  and  the  demand  for  temperance  reform  has 
become  so  insistent  that  the  government  is  being  compelled  to 
give  the  matter  careful  consideration. 

The  Defense  of  the  Realm  Act,  which  became  effective  in 
August,  1914,  provided  that  competent  naval  or  military  authori- 
ties might  close  the  premises  licensed  for  the  sale  of  intoxicating 
liquors  within  or  in  the  neighborhood  of  any  defended  harbor 
during  such  hours  as  might  be  specified  in  the  order  given.  The 
act  also  prohibited  any  person  giving  or  selling  to  a member  of 
His  Majesty’s  forces  any  intoxicating  liquor  with  the  intent  of 
eliciting  information  for  the  purpose  of  communicating  it  to  the 
enemy  or  for  any  purpose  calculated  to  assist  the  enemy.  Selling 
or  giving  intoxicating  liquor  to  a member  of  any  of  His  Majesty’s 
forces  employed  in  the  defense  of  any  railway,  dock,  or  harbor, 
with  the  intent  to  make  him  drunk,  either  on  or  off  duty,  was  also 
prohibited. 


312 


WORLD-WIDE  LIQUOR  PROBLEM 


The  powers  conferred  by  the  above  mentioned  provisions  of 
the  Defense  of  the  Realm  Act  were  extended  to  any  “proclaimed 
area”  on  September  1,  and  both  orders  were  reissued  on  Novem- 
ber 30,  1914.  The  Intoxicating  Liquors  Restrictions  bill,  introduced 
in  Parliament  in  1914  by  the  Home  Secretary,  Mr.  McKenna,  pro- 
vided for  empowering  the  licensing  authorities  temporarily  to  re- 
strict the  sale,  consumption  and  supply  of  intoxicating  liquors  and 
to  limit  the  hours  of  opening  the  licensed  premises.  The  bill  was 
weakened  by  providing  that  action  should  be  taken  only  after  the 
recommendation  of  the  chief  officer  of  police  that  such  action  was 
necessary  for  the  maintenance  of  order.  A very  narrow  construc- 
tion was  put  on  this  act,  which  resulted  in  its  not  being  carried 
out  in  many  sections  as  otherwise  it  should  have  been.  Later, 
under  the  leadership  of  Mr.  Lloyd  George,  an  effort  was  made  to 
induce  the  government  to  take  heroic  steps  for  the  suppression  of 
the  liquor  traffic  on  account  of  the  terrific  handicap  of  drinking 
employees  .in  munition  factories,  shipbuilding  yards  and  else- 
where, where  the  work  to  provide  for  the  nation’s  defense  was 
being  impeded  by  excessive  drinking  among  employees.  The 
liquor  interests  were  greatly  aroused  and  began  to  bring  all  pos- 
sible pressure  to  bear  against  the  possibility  of  the  adoption  of 
Mr.  Lloyd  George’s  general  recommendation,  although  it  seemed 
evident  that  this  recommendation  had  the  sympathy  of  the  gov- 
ernment and  the  King. 

As  a result  of  the  agitation  and  the  systematic  effort  of  the 
liquor  interests  to  divert  the  attention  of  the  public  from  the  Pro- 
hibition question,  a strong  influence  in  behalf  of  governmental 
control  of  the  liquor  traffic  developed.  The  gigantic  task,  however, 
of  the  government’s  taking  over  such  an  institution  as  the  liquor 
traffic  at  a time  when  its  attention  had  to  be  given  almost  entirely 
to  the  immediate  demands  of  the  war  situation,  was  such  as  to 
discourage  the  government  from  any  such  move  until  after  the 
war  is  over.  Unfortunately,  therefore,  the  movement  for  temper- 
ance reform  throughout  the  British  Isles,  which  promised  so  much 
in  the  early  part  of  the  war,  has  failed  to  develop  along  the  lines 
of  the  hopes  of  the  British  temperance  forces.  For  many  years 
before  the  war,  the  liquor  problem  throughout  Great  Britain  had 
come  to  be  considered  one  of  the  greatest  problems  with  which 
the  government  would  eventually  have  to  deal. 

According  to  statistics  compiled  by  Mr.  George  B.  Wilson, 
secretary  of  the  United  Kingdom  Alliance,  the  consumption  of  in- 
toxicating liquors  in  the  United  Kingdom  and  the  amount  ex- 
pended for  intoxicating  liquors,  is  greatly  on  the  increase  since 
the  war  began,  and  this  is  true,  in  spite  of  the  fact  that  at  least 
2,000,000  men  have  been  withdrawn  from  Great  Britain,  in  spite 
of  the  fact  that  the  government  ordered  restrictions  on  the  output 
of  beer  on  account  of  the  decline  in  shipping  and  transport  facili- 
ties, in  spite  of  the  fact  that  the  Central  Board  of  Control  of  the 
Liquor  Traffic  put  restrictions  and  prohibitions  as  to  the  sale  of 
liquor  and  hours  of  sale,  at  the  same  time  reducing  the  strength 
of  spirits,  and  in  spite  of  the  fact  that  the  price  of  beer  and  spirits 
in  Great  Britain  has  gradually  increased. 

The  amount  spent  on  alcoholic  drinks  in  the  United  Kingdom 
in  1916  has  been  estimated  at  £203,989,000.  In  1915  the  estimated 
drink  bill  was  £181,959,000,  and  in  1914  the  estimated  drink  bill 
was  £164,463,000.  Thus, it  will  be  seen  that  the  amount  expended 
for  drink  in  Great  Britain,  during  the  year  1916,  in  spite  of  all  the 
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tendencies  to  decrease  the  consumption  of  intoxicating  liquors, 
was  in  the  neighborhood  of  $200,000,000  more  than  for  the  year 
1914,  which  was  the  first  year  of  the  war. 

The  per  capita  consumption  of  intoxicating  liquors  for  the 
year  1916  was  .61  proof  gallons  of  spirits,  23.32  bulk  gallons  of 
beer,  and  .22  gallons  of  wine.  In  1915  the  per  capita  consumption 
was  .76  proof  gallons  of  spirits,  24.18  bulk  gallons  of  beer  and 
.22  gallons  of  wine. 

The  total  consumption  of  absolute  alcohol,  however,  seems  to 
be  on  the  decrease,  largely  due  to  the  fact  of  a change  in  the 
percentage  of  alcohol  in  the  different  kinds  of  intoxicating  liquors. 
The  estimate  of  alcohol  consumed  in  1916  is  69,700,000  gallons, 
while  that  for  1915  was  78,750,000.  It  is  estimated  that  the  total 
drink  bill  in  Great  Britain  from  the  time  of  the  outbreak  of  the 
war  until  the  31st  of  December,  1916,  was  £454,699,000. 

In  1914  there  were  approximately  141,000  liquor  shops  in  Great 
Britain;  111,000  of  these  shops  being  licensed  for  sale  on  the 
premises.  This  means  one  drink  shop  to  every  330  persons  in  the 
United  Kingdom,  or  one  drink  shop  to  every  200  adults  20  years 
of  age. 

The  number  of  breweries  in  the  United  Kingdom  in  1910  was 
4,398.  These  breweries  produced  during  the  same  year  56,480,000 
hectoliters  (47,320,240  United  States  barrels)  of  beer.  The  per 
capita  consumption  of  beer  in  Great  Britain  and  Ireland  in  1910 
was  119  liters,  or  ten  liters  less  than  in  1908. 

The  following  table  shows  the  per  capita  consumption  of 
beer  for  10  years: 


YEARS 

| Gallons  | 

| YEARS  | 

| Gallons 

1901 

31.48 

1 1907 

27.81 

1903 

30.34 

1909 

26  47 

1905 

2'8.44 

| 1910 

25.87 

The  reports  for  the  year  1908  show  the  consumption  of  wine 
for  that  year  in  the  United  Kingdom  to  have  been  26,349,873  gal- 
lons, while  that  of  distilled  spirits  was  38,133,721  gallons  and  that 
of  beer  was  1,021,123,632  gallons. 

According  to  the  official  reports  there  was  a decrease  in  the 
consumption  of  distilled  spirits  for  the  year  1910-11  of  about 
10,000,000  gallons.  This  seeming  decrease,  however,  was  very  evi- 
dently not  due  to  the  decline  in  liquor  drinking,  but  was  due  to 
the  fact  that  on  account  of  additional  taxes  on  liquor  licenses  im- 
posed by  the  finance  act  of  the  government  in  1910  liquor  dealers 
used  up  surplus  stock  instead  of  keeping  on  hand  the  usual  supply 
and  withdrawing  from  bond  the  actual  amount  consumed.  The 
figures  for  this  year  and  the  next  year  will  throw  some  light  on 
that  phase  of  the  case. 

In  1901  the  quantity  of  distilled  spirits  consumed  in  the  United 
Kingdom  was  in  round  numbers  57,000,000  proof  barrels,  while  in 
1909  it  was  only  43,831,007  proof  barrels.  During  this  same  period 
the  number  of  distilleries  decreased  from  199  to  176. 

The  population  of  the  British  Isles  increased  21.3  per  cent 
between  1890  and  1910,  but  the  total  consumption  of  beer  during 
the  same  period  increased  only  5 per  cent,  and  the  per  capita  con- 
sumption decreased  13.4  per  cent.  During  the  same  period  the 
total  consumption  of  spirits  decreased  23.6  per  cent  and  the  per 
capita  consumption  decreased  37.3  per  cent.  During  the  same 
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period  the  total  consumption  of  wine  decreased  14.6  per  cent  and 
the  per  capita  consumption  decreased  32.5  per  cent. 

The  House  of  Commons,  by  an  overwhelming  majority,  has 
shown  itself  favorable  to  advanced  temperance  legislation.  The 
licensing  bill  for  England  and  Wales  passed  that  body  by  a ma- 
jority of  237,  the  vote  standing  350  for  and  113  against.  The 
House  of  Lords,  however,. controlled  by  the  liquor  and  money  in- 
terests of  England,  expressed  through  the  leadership  of  Lord 
Rothschild  and  others,  stands  overwhelmingly  favorable  to  the 
liquor  traffic.  The  licensing  bill,  consequently,  went  down  to  de- 
feat in  the  House  of  Lords  by  a vote  of  272  to  96.  $ 

In  August,  1916,  the  Output  of  Beer  Restrictions  Act  was 
passed  reducing  the  amount  of  beer  produced  15  per  cent  under 
the  amount  of  the  corresponding#period  of  1915. 

The  restrictions  put  into  operation  by  the  Central  Board  of 
Control  in  the  scheduled  areas  resulted  in  the  average  weekly 
number  of  convictions  for  drunkenness  in  those  areas  being  re- 
duced to  835  in  England  and  454  in  Scotland,  from  January  to 
June,  1916,  whereas  during  the  same  period  of  1915  the  convictions 
in  these  same  areas  numbered  1,558  in  England  and  754  in  Scot- 
land. The  weekly  average  convictions  for  drunkenness  in  the 
20  largest  towns  in  Great  Britain  from  January  1,  1916,  to  Novem- 
ber 30,  1916,  was  1,732  as  compared  with  2,415  during  the  same 
period  of  1915. 

The  public  houses  throughout  Great  Britain  as  a rule  are  open 
only  five  hours  each  day. 


ENGLAND  AND  WALES 

The  amount  of  spirits  consumed  per  capita  for  10  years  is 
shown  as  follows: 

YEARS  1 Pints  |[  . YEARS  | Pints 


8.00 

1907 

6.48 

7.35 

1909 

6.08 

6.72 

1910 

4.08 

During  the  first  ten  years  of  this  century,  moreover,  the  per 
capita  consumption  of  beer  in  England  and  Wales  declined  18  per 
cent  and  the  per  capita  consumption  of  wine  declined  33  per  cent. 

There  are  12,995  parishes  with  a population  of  7,469,488  in  the 
rural  districts  of  England  and  Wales.  Of  these,  3,903,  with  a popu- 
lation of  575,219,  have  no  liquor  saloons  for  the  sale  of  intoxicating 
liquors  on  the  premises. 

During  the  years  from  1905  to  1909  about  7,000  liquor  shops 
were  closed  in  England  and  Wales  and  the  convictions  for  drunk- 
enness dropped  from  207,171  to  169,518. 

The  almost  universal  custom  of  having  barmaids  in  the  public 
houses  of  London  and  other  cities  and  towns  throughout  the 
United  Kingdom,  and  the  fact  that  a very  large  per  cent  of  the 
customers  in  front  of  the  bars  are  women,  present  what  is  prob- 
ably the  most  serious  aspect  of  the  liquor  problem  in  England. 
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The  per  capita  consumption  of  distilled  spirits  in  Scotland, 
the  whisky  producing-  center  of  Great  Britain,  decreased  more 
than  40  per  cent  during  the  ten  years  following  1900.  The  follow- 
ing table  shows  the  decline  from  year  to  year: 


YEARS I Pints  1 1 YEARS 


1901 

14.88 

1907 

1903 

14.48 

1909 

1905 

12.88 

1910 

Pints 

12.80 

12.16 

8.24 


IRELAND 

The  statistics  for  Ireland  for  the  decade  from  1901  to  1910 
inclusive,  show  the  per  capita  consumption  of  spirits  was  as 
follows: 


1901 

1903 

1905 


| Pints  || 

YEARS 

8.72  || 

1907. . 

8.40 

1909. . 

7.84  .* 

1910. . 

Pints 

~T76~ 

7.52 

5.04 


In  1882  the  quantity  of  spirits  consumed  in  Ireland  was  5,300,- 
000  gallons,  while  in  1910  the  amount  consumed  was  only  2,300,000 
gallons.  The  reports  for  1910  also  show  a decreased  consumption 
under  the  amount  for  1909  of  1,212,387  gallons. 


As  the  consumption  of  liquor  has  declined  in  Ireland  so  also 
has  crime  decreased.  The  number  of  arrests  for  drunkenness  in 
Ireland  in  1876  was  112,253,  while  in  1909  the  number  of  arrests 
was  68,748.  The  arrests  for  drunkenness  have  decreased  by  14,014 
since  1903,  in  which  year  the  new  law  enacted  by  Parliament  went 
into  effect  preventing  the  issuing  of  new  licenses  in  Ireland  for 
a period  of  from  five  to  seven  years.  During  the  first  four  years 
under  this  law  the  number  of  licenses  decreased  1,417. 


France 

On  the  14th  of  December,  1916,  M.  Briand,  the  French  Premier, 
presented  to  the  French  Chamber  of  Deputies  a bill  granting  to 
the  government  the  right  to  requisition  the  alcohol  in  France  for 
use  in  munition  factories.  This  was  to  apply  to  all  stocks  of 
alcohol,  whether  in  bond  or  in  private  custody,  where  such  stocks 
exceeded  100  hectoliters.  The  Premier  informed  the  Chamber  of 
Deputies  that  the  government  had  decided  upon  a policy  of  total 
Prohibition  of  whisky,  brandy  and  spirituous  liquors,  and  insisted 
that  the  solution  of  the  liquor  problem  in  France  involved  the  life 
of  the  nation  and  its  salvation.  Under  terrific  pressure  from  the 
liquor  interests,  however,  the  Chamber  of  Deputies  failed  to  act 
on  the  Premier’s  recommendation. 

Upon  the  outbreak  of  the  war  the  sale  of  spirits  in  the  French 
army  was  promptly  prohibited.  On  February  2,  1915,  the  French 
Chamber  of  Deputies  by  a vote  of  481  to  52  passed  the  Absinthe 
Prohibition  bill,  which  was  also  promptly  passed  by  an  over- 
whelming majority  in  the  French  Senate,  thus  suppressing  for  all 
time  the  manufacture,  sale  and  exportation  of  absinthe  and  sim- 
ilar drinks. 
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The  Prohibition  of  absinthe  throughout  the  nation  is  well  en- 
forced. A proprietor  of  a liquor  selling  establishment  in  the  city 
of  Paris,  who  had  given  absinthe  to  his  friends,  was  recently 
fined  $40,000. 

In  October,  1915,  the  Minister  of  the  Interior  issued  a decree 
prohibiting  the  use  of  distilled  spirits  among  women  and  children, 
but  this  decree  has  not  been  well  enforced. 

During  1916  the  government  proposed  to  the  House  of  Depu- 
ties a measure  prohibiting  altogether  free  distillation.  The  House 
passed  the  measure,  making  an  exception,  however,  which  per- 
mitted peasants  to  distill  free  of  duty  as  much  as  10  liters  a year 
for  their  own  personal  consumption. 

Before  the  breaking  out  of  the  world  war,  France  presented 
the  greatest  menace  to  the  progress  of  the  temperance  reform 
movement  of  any  nation  in  Europe.  There  were  over  1,000,000 
distilleries  in  France.  There  was  one  wine  shop  in  the  nation  for 
every  40  of  the  population.  Paris  alone  had  30,000  liquor  selling 
establishments.  The  consumption  of  intoxicating  liquors  among 
the  French  people  in  30  years  had  increased  1,300  per  cent.  In 
1910  an  effort  was  made  to  limit  the  number  of  liquor  selling 
establishments  to  one  for  every  200  of  the  population.  The  bill 
passed  the  Senate  by  a majority  of  five  out  of  a total  of  269  but 
failed  to  pass  in  the  Chamber  of  Deputies. 

The  production  of  beer  in  France  for  the  first  five  months  of 
the  fiscal  year  1911  was  6,737,000  hectoliters  as  compared  with 
6,072,000  hectoliters  for  the  same  period  of  1910  and  5,742,000 
hectoliters  for  the  same  period  of  1909. 

In  1910  there  were  3,263  breweries  in  France.  The  beer  pro- 
duced amounted  to  15,400,000  hectoliters  (12,905,000  United  States 
barrels).  The  per  capita  consumption  of  beer  for  1910  was  36 
liters. 

The  consumption  of  absinthe  in  1878  was  15,521  hectoliters; 
in  1909  it  was  206,000  hectoliters,  an  increase  of  1,300  per  cent  in 
30  years. 

The  consumption  of  wine  in  France,  including  Algeria  and 
Tunis,  was  1,710,900,000  gallons  in  1905.  The  consumption  of  dis- 
tilled spirits  for  1903  was  97,177,968  gallons. 

During  the  fiscal  year  1910-11  France  exported  38,584,408  quart 
bottles  of  champagne.  Of  this  amount  1,951,944  bottles  came  from 
France  to  the  United  States  of  America. 

The  influence  of  the  French  government  and  French  financial 
interests,  however,  were  not  confined  to  French  territory.  Through 
the  powerful  arm  of  the  French  Bourse,  the  French  Republic  had 
been  reaching  out  to  the  remotest  sections  of  Europe  in  the  effort 
to  stem  the  world  tide  of  temperance  reform. 

When  Norway,  a few  years  ago,  enacted  advanced  temperance 
legislation  directed  toward  the  reduction  of  the  importation  and 
use  of  wines,  the  French  Bourse,  under  threat  of  boycotting  the 
loans  needed  by  Norway  for  new  railway  lines,  compelled  the 
Norwegian  Parliament  to  repeal  the  law. 

When  the  Santag  of  Finland,  by  an  overwhelming  majority, 
adopted  a law  providing  for  absolute  Prohibition,  the  Czar  of 
Russia,  who  has  been  the  overlord  of  Finland,  also  under  threat 
of  the  French  Bourse  to  withdraw  vast  Russian  loans,  refused  to 
allow  this  law  to  be  put  into  operation. 
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When  the  French  nation  in  1896  acquired  sovereignty  over 
the  island  of  Madagascar,  the  Queen,  Ranovolona  III,  who  had 
maintained  Prohibition  throughout  her  reign,  was  sent  into  exile, 
and  upon  the  demand  of  the  French  Bourse  the  liquor  traffic  was 
re-established. 


Russia 

In  1894  the  government  of  Russia  took  over  the  vodka  traffic, 
making  it  a complete  government  monopoly.  From  that  time  until 
1914  the  consumption  of  intoxicating  liquors  in  the  Russian  Em- 
pire increased  over  500  per  cent.  This  fully  demonstrated  to  the 
Russian  government  and  the  Russian  people  that  government 
operation  of  the  liquor  traffic  is  no  solution  to  the  problem  which 
that  traffic  presents.  Before  the  breaking  out  of  the  war,  strong 
representations  had  been  made  to  the  Russian  Duma  and  to  the 
Czar  by  advocates  of  Prohibition,  and  it  is  very  evident  that  the 
great  crisis  of  1914  gave  to  the  Czar  an  opportunity  of  easily 
doing  that  which  he  had  been  contemplating  for  some  years  be- 
fore the  war  began.  All  the  wine  shops,  beer  saloons  and  gov- 
ernment vodka  shops  were  closed  during  mobilization  in  Russia. 
In  September,  1914,  the  sale  of  vodka  and  all  other  spirits  was 
prohibited  until  the  end  of  the  war.  About  one  month  later,  the 
Czar,  through  a special  decree,  prohibited  forever  in  the  Russian 
Empire  the  sale  of  vodka. 

The  per  capita  consumption  of  beer  in  Russia  has  always  been 
very  small.  In  1910  the  320  breweries  of  the  Empire  produced 
8,800,000  hectoliters  (7,374,400  U.  S.  barrels)  of  beer.  The  per 
capita  consumption  of  beer  in  Russia  has  been  only  about  6 liters 
per  year.  The  annual  production  of  wine,  before  the  war, 
amounted  to  approximately  80,000,000  gallons. 

In  view  of  the  adoption  of  Prohibition,  the  history  of  the  liq- 
uor traffic  in  the  Russian  Empire  and  the  part  which  the  govern- 
ment has  played  in  dealing  with  that  traffic,  is  very  significant. 
The  creation  of  a state  monopoly  for  the  sale  of  vodka,  in  1894, 
was  not  the  first  attempt  which  the  Russian  government  had  made 
along  this  line.  In  1819  the  Russian  government  attempted  a state 
monopoly  of  the  traffic,  which  continued  for  about  eight  years. 
In  1826  the  policy  was  changed  by  the  government  permitting  the 
traffic  and  deriving  revenue  from  the  sales  by  private  corporations 
and  individuals.  This  policy  continued  until  1862,  when  a general 
excise  license  took  the  place  of  the  old  system.  This  license  sys- 
tem continued  until  1894,  when  the  state  monopoly  was  again  put 
into  operation. 

Soon  after  the  adoption  of  the  license  system  in  1862,  the 
number  of  licensed  liquor  establishments  was  257,531.  In  30  years 
from  that  time  this  number  had  decreased  to  114,963.  In  1914  the 
number  had  dwindled  to  approximately  61,000;  25,300  of  which 
were  operated  by  the  government.  While  the  number  of  estab- 
lishments for  the  sale  of  intoxicating  liquors  decreased  under  the 
state  monopoly  system,  the  amount  of  liquors  consumed  gradually 
increased,  the  government  itself  promoting  in  almost  every  way 
possible  the  sale  of  liquor  through  the  government  shops,  for  the 
purpose  of  increased  revenue.  This  revenue  constantly  increased 
until  it  amounted  to  26  per  cent  of  the  total  revenue  of  the  Empire 
just  before  the  war. 
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Investigations  and  reports  made  in  different  parts  of  the 
Russian  Empire  during  the  five  years  preceding  the  great  world 
war  had  much  to  do  with  the  government’s  change  of  policy  after 
the  war  begaii.  An  investigation  in  the  city  of  Moscow  in  1911 
revealed  the  fact  that  90  per  cent  of  the  drinking  population  had 
learned  the  habit  while  at  school.  Of  18,134  school  boys  between 
the  ages  of  8 and  13  in  Moscow,  it  was  found  that  12,152  were 
addicted  to  the  use  of  liquor.  Out  of  10,404  girls  of  the  same  age, 
4,733  were  found  to  be  addicted  to  the  use  of  liquors. 

In  1912  the  Duma  adopted  resolutions  proposing  the  removal 
of  the  arms  of  the  Empire  from  the  vodka  labels  and  the  adoption 
of  poison  labels  for  all  bottles  of  spirits.  During  this  same  year 
the  Russian  Minister  of  Marine  abolished  the  spirit  ration  in  the 
navy.  A bill  was  introduced  in  the  Duma  in  1913  at  the  instance 
of  the  government  which  was  intended  to  promote  the  temper- 
ance movement,  by  limiting  the  hours  of  opening  for  state  liquor 
shops  outside  of  municipalities  and  compelling  state  liquor  shops 
to  conform  to  the  regulations  of  the  municipalities  as  to  opening 
and  closing  hours.  This  measure  was  still  pending  when  the  war 
broke  out. 

In  January,  19T4,  the  Czar  officially  declared  against  the  in- 
crease of  the  state  revenues  through  the  vodka  monopoly,  through 
the  debauchery  of  his  subjects. 

The  gross  earnings  of  the  state  monopoly  for  the  year  1913 
were  estimated  by  the  Russian  Minister  of  Finance  at  $467,400,000. 

While  the  absolute  Prohibition  decree  covers  only  the  sale  of 
vodka,  the  privilege  of  local  option  as  to  the  sale  of  wine  and  beer 
has  been  extended  to  the  municipal  councils  of  the  cities  through- 
out the  Empire,  and  the  illegal  sale  of  such  liquors  is  punishable 
by  very  heavy  fines  and  imprisonment. 

The  results  of  Prohibition,  as  testified  to  by  government  offi- 
cials and  government  records,  are  most  significant.  For  instance, 
in  January  and  February  of  1914  there  were  sold  in  European 
Russia  and  Eastern  and  Western  Siberia  48,085,000  gallons  of 
spirits.  During  the  same  months  in  1915  in  these  localities  there 
were  only  642,000  gallons  sold,  most  of  which  was  for  medicinal 
and  industrial  purposes. 

General  Alexis  Polivanov,  the  Russian  Minister  of  War,  in  a 
letter  to  the  New  Republic,  speaks  of  the  results  of  Prohibition 
as  follows: 

“The  purpose  of  the  universal  Prohibition  in  Russia  of  the 
sale  of  whisky  and  wine,  which  was  introduced  by  the  will  of  His 
Imperial  Majesty  at  the  beginning  of  the  present  war,  was'  to 
concentrate  the  national  spirit  upon  the  heavy  trials  which  were 
in  store  for  the  people,  to  remove  the  factors  which  have  a detri- 
mental effect  upon  the  physical  strength  of  the  nation  as  a de- 
moralizing influence  upon  its  spirit,  and  to  improve  the  economic 
prosperity  of  the  nation,  which  sustains  heavy  injuries  on  account 
of  the  war,  but  which,  at  the  same  time,  is  the  source  of  power 
and  means  for  armed  conflicts  between  nations. 

“And  yet,  the  measure  was  not  accidental.  His  Imperial  Maj- 
esty’s will  and  thought  was  directed  to  it  even  before  the  war. 
This  was  expressed  in  the  Imperial  rescript,  addressed  to  the 
Minister  of  Finance  on  January  30,  1914.  From  the  height  of  the 
Throne,  it  was  firmly  declared  that  it  is  no  longer  ‘possible  to 
place  the  prosperity  of  the  treasury  in  dependence  upon  the  de-. 
struetion  of  the. spiritual  and  economic  powers  of  a large  number 
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of  my  subjects.’  The  war  merely  hastened  the  practical  realiza- 
tion of  this  decision. 

“At  the  present  time,  the  government,  entirely  occupied  with 
the  conduct  of  this  unparalleled  war  and  the  organization  of  the 
national  forces  for  a triumphant  termination  of  the  war,  is, 
naturally,  deprived  of  an  opportunity  to  make  an  extended  study 
and  to  determine  the  results  of  this  ‘enormous  and  noble  reform,’ 
as  you  have  so  aptly  termed  it. 

“Yet  one  can  say  with  firm  conviction  that  this  measure  has 
fulfilled  entirely  the  purpose  for  which  it  was  introduced.  We  feel 
it  throughout  our  public  life,  as  well  as  the  governmental  activity. 

“Just  now  before  me  lies  a pamphlet,  entitled  ‘War  and  the 
Kostroma  Villages,’  published  by  the  Kostroma  Government 
Zemstvo.  It  is  a summary  of  the  results  of  an  investigation,  made 
by  the  Zemstvo  among  the  peasants  of  the  government.  It  is  the 
real  voice  of  the  people.  And  this  is  what  the  people,  in  an  over- 
whelming majority,  say  on  the  subject: 

“ ‘Thanks  to  temperance,  the  results  of  the  war  are  scarcely 
noticeable  at  all.  The  burden  of  the  wrar  and  the  poor  crops  in 
our  locality  (1914)  seems  to  be  much  lighter  for  the  people  to  bear, 
because  there  are  no  drunken  fumes,  that  used  to  becloud  mother 
Russia.  The  efficiency  of  labor  has  increased.  The  drunkards 
have  disappeared  from  the  streets  of  the  village,  they  are  better 
dressed  and  better  situated.  Beggars  have  also  disappeared  from 
the  streets.  Temperance  saves  each  family  from  $50  to  $100  per 
year.  Public  assemblies  are  no  longer  accompanied  with  noise 
and  profane  language,  and  the  affairs  are  settled  much  more  ra- 
tionally. Profane  language  is  scarcely  heard  in  the  streets,  and 
quarrels,  scandals,  fights  and  brawls  begin  to  disappear.  The 
religious  feelings  seem  to  be  deepened,  as  holidays  become  quieter. 
Men’s  treatment  of  women  has  improved,  as  well  as  the  treatment 
of  children.  More  respect  is  accorded  to  women,  as  mothers  and 
housewives.  The  women  are  happy  and  pray  God  that  the  sale 
of  liquor  may  never  again  be  allowed.  In  their  joy,  they  are 
almost  ready  to  bless  the  war.’ 

“The  investigation  brought  out  that  crime  has  diminished  as 
well  as  arson. 

“The  villages  of  the  Kostroma  government  are  not,  of  course, 
an  exception  among  the  villages  of  Russia.  Only  this  particular 
district  was  fortunate  enough  to  find  statisticians  to  study  its 
situation. 

“The  beneficial  results,  brought  about  by  the  abolition  of  the 
liquor  trade,  affecting  the  population  of  the  whole  Empire  and 
the  life  of  the  peasantry,  are  evident  to  the  Ministry  of  War  from 
the  manner  in  which  passes  the  process  of  calling  to  the  colors 
of  new  conscripts,  as  well  as  reservists. 

“Everywhere  the  men  appeared  promptly,  quietly  and  in  all 
cases  the  clothes  and  footwear  brought  by  them  were  entirely 
satisfactory. 

“All  these  consequences  may  be  explained  also  by  the  fact 
that  the  abolition  of  the  liquor  trade  is  thoroughly  in  keeping  with 
the  spirit  of  the  people,  created  by  the  war.  The  Russian  people 
always  regard  the  war  with  a religious  fervor,  as  the  ‘will  of  God,’ 
accepting  it  as  a ‘trial  sent  to  the  people  by  God.’ 

“The  national  conscience  of  the  Russian  people  cannot  but 
feel  abhorrence  and  bewilderment  at  the  ‘drunken  storms  and 
attacks,’  which  are  used  very  often  in  the  course  of  the  war  by 
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our  enemy,  who  intoxicate  their  soldiers  before  battle  in  order 
to  raise  their  courage.  The  Russian  soldier  does  not  need  nar- 
cotic stimulants  for  performing  his  duty  to  the  Czar  and  his 
country. 

“You  ask  me  what  effect  the  abolition  of  the  liquor  trade  has 
had  upon  the  army.  As  far  as  the  army  is  concerned,  at  the 
present  time,  more  than  ever  before,  one  is  justified  in  saying  that 
it  is  the  ‘armed  people.’  And  a sober  people  has  a sober  army. 

“Moreover,  the  army  has  always  been  in  the  forefront  of 
fighting  against  the  drink  evil.  The  war  department  wants  men 
who  are  strong  both  morally  and  physically.  Drunkenness  has 
always  been  its  greatest  enemy,  but  attempts  were  made  to  keep 
it  out  of  the  army  only  by  means  of  punitive  measures. 

“However,  towards  the  end  of  the  nineties,  the  war  depart- 
ment decided  to  wage  war  against  alcoholism  by  means  of  posi- 
tive measures. 

“An  enumeration  of  these  measures  would  be  too  long  and 
cannot  be  given  here;  therefore,  I shall  mention  only  the  most  re- 
cent and  important  steps  undertaken  against  alcoholism  in  the 
army. 

“In  1908  the  ‘government  glass  of  wine’  was  forbidden. 

“In  1910  alcohol  was  eliminated  from  the  military  stores,  used 
in  time  of  war  and  is  no  longer  purchased  even  during  mobiliza- 
tions. 

“Finally,  directly  before  the  war,  in  May,  1914,  a special  order 
(No.  309)  was  issued  by  the  war  department,  after  being  con- 
firmed by  His  Imperial  Majesty.  This  order  introduced  a series 
of  measures,  directed  against  the  use  of  alcoholic  drinks  in  the 
army.  All  these  measures  aimed  at  guarding  the  army  from  the 
evil  effects  of  the  use  of  alcohol  and  ‘to  conserve  in  the  army  its 
strength,  health  and  spirit,  which  are  so  essential  for  military 
efficiency,  both  in  times  of  peace  and  war.’ 

“As  you  see,  His  Imperial  Majesty’s  rescript  to  his  Minister 
of  Finance,  as  well  as  this  order  to  the  army,  followed  the  same 
general  aim,  viz.,  conservation  of  the  national  health,  they  were 
links  of  that  same  chain,  whose  last  link  was  the  abolition  of  the 
liquor  trade  at  the  beginning  of  the  war. 

“What  do  the  people  expect  from  this  measure  in  the  future? 
Let  me  answer  this  with  the  nation’s  own  words,  as  they  are  ex- 
pressed in  the  pamphlet  I have  already  quoted:  ‘If  there  will  be 

no  more  liquor,  Russia  will  be  the  richest  country  in  the  world.’  ” 

The  Russian  Minister  of  Justice,  M.  Liadov,  in  a letter  to 
the  New  Republic,  dated  October  9,  1915,  said: 

“Dear  Sir: — Pursuant  to  the  orders  of  the  Minister  of  Justice, 
I beg  to  inform  you,  in  reply  to  your  letter  of  August  16,  that  it  is 
impossible  to  determine  accurately  how  far  the  Prohibition  of  the 
sale  of  alcoholic  drinks  has  affected  the  amount  of  crime,  as  the 
decrease  in  the  number  of  cases  that  have  come  up  before  the  Cir- 
cuit Court  of  the  Empire  since  the  beginning  of  the  war  has  not 
been  due  solely  to  the  above  reform. 

“If  we  exclude  the  Warsaw  district  comprising  ten  provinces 
lying  along  the  Vistula,  in  which  military  operations  began  at  the 
very  outset  of  the  war,  in  view  of  which  fact  many  courts  of  jus- 
tice were  transferred  to  other  parts  of  the  Empire,  the  number  of 
criminal  cases  that  came  up  before  the  Circuit  Courts  of  the  rest 
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of  the  Empire  may  be  represented  in  the  form  of  the  following 
table: 

“The  total  number  of  cases  that  came  up  before  the  Circuit 


Court  with  the  exception  of  the  Warsaw  district: 

Second  half  of  1912 

233,240 

253,129 

247,921 

261,953 

218,280 

193,036 

First  half  of  1913 

SpcOtlH  half  nf  1913.  , 

First  half  of  1914 

Sf'f'finrl  hajf  nf  1914 

First  half  of  1915 

“Thus,  during  the  second  half  of  1914,  when  the  war  began 
and  the  sale  of  alcoholic  beverages  wras  prohibited,  the  number  of 
criminal  cases  that  came  up  before  the  Criminal  Courts  decreased 
by  6 per  cent,  as  compared  with  the  second  half  of  1913,  and  by 
12  per  cent,  as  compared  with  the  first  half  of  1914. 

“During  the  second  half-year  of  the  war  (the  first  half  of 
1915),  the  number  of  cases  continued  to  decrease  and  was  24  per 
cent  less  than  the  number  for  the  corresponding  six  months  of 
1913  and  27  per  cent  less  than  the  first  half  of  1914. 

“Such  a considerable  decrease  in  the  number  of  cases  cannot, 
as  has  been  already  pointed  out,  be  entirely  attributed  to  the 
effects  of  the  Prohibition  of  the  sale  of  intoxicants  in  the  Empire, 
but  is  partly  caused  by  other  causes,  affecting  temporarily  the 
decrease  of  crime,  the  chief  of  which  is  the  withdrawal  of  a cer- 
tain part  of  the  male  population  for  service  in  the  army. 

(Signed)  “LIADOV.” 

The  Russian  Minister  of  Finance,  M.  Barck,  speaking  of  the 
savings  banks,  as  reported  in  the  London  Times,  on  September  8, 
said:  “The  average  annual  growth  for  the  last  decade  amounted 

to  48,300,000  roubles  ($25,490,000).  The  growth  noted  during  the 
war  is  undoubtedly  the  result  of  the  establishment  of  temperance 
among  the  people.  If  we  compare  the  decline  of  the  liquor  revenue 
with  the  growth  of  deposits  in  the  savings  banks  for  the  six 
months  of  1915,  we  obtain  the  following  figures: 


MONTH 

Decrease  in 
Liquor 
Revenue 
in  Millions 
of  Roubles 

Increase  in 
Deposits  irf 
Savings  Banks, 
in  Millions 
of  Roubles 

January  

77.6 

55.9 

February  

77.0 

44.5 

March  

53.5 

46.0 

April  

66.8 

47.8 

May  

69.8 

50.8 

June  

61.1 

55.0 

Total  . . . 1 405.8  I 300,0 


“If  savings  continue  on  the  same  scale,  we  shall  have  for  the 
year  a growth  of  between  600,000,000  and  700,000,000  roubles  in- 
stead of  the  usual  40,000,000  to  60,000,000  roubles.” 

When  the  Russian  budget  for  1917  was  submitted  to  the 
Duma,  and  the  Council  of  the  Empire,  it  was  estimated  that  the 
receipts  from  the  sales  of  alcoholic  liquors  during  the  year  1917 
would  be  approximately  50,000,000  roubles  ($25,000,000).  In  1913, 
the  year  before  the  war,  the  amount  was  something  over  900,- 
000,00  roubles,  or  approximately  $467,400,000. 
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On  June  30,  1916,  the  Duma  passed  a bill  prohibiting  the  sale 
of  vodka  and  beer  after  the  close  of  the  war.  The  sale  of  wine 
was  not  included  in  this  prohibition,  but  the  towns  and  cities  were 
given  the  privilege  of  local  option  on  the  sale  of  wine. 


Germany 

Before  the  beginning  of  the  great  world  war  there  were  13,000 
breweries  in  the  German  Empire.  In  the  city  of  Berlin  there  were, 
before  the  war,  9,000  “animier  kneipen”  (public  houses)  where 
women  are  employed  as  waitresses  in  order  that  their  personal 
appearance  may  attract  a crowd  and  increase  the  sales  of  beer. 

During  the  period  of  mobilization  in  Germany  the  sale  of 
alcoholic  liquors  was  absolutely  forbidden  in  all  German  towns. 
In  March,  1915,  the  local  authorities  throughout  the  Empire  were 
given  the  power  to  limit  or  prohibit  the  supply  and  sale  of  spirits. 

The  production  of  distilled  spirits,  as  well  as  the  production 
of  beer,  has  been  greatly  decreased  during  the  war.  In  April, 
1916,  an  Imperial  Liquor  Bureau1  was  created  for  the  purpose  of 
regulating  the  production  and  sale  of  distilled  spirits,  its  office 
being  to  reserve  the  largest  portion  of  distilled  liquors  for  use  in 
the  manufacture  of  munitions.  In  1915  the  quantity  of  beer 
brewed  in  Germany  was  only  about  40  per  cent  of  the  average 
annual  output  before  the  war.  This  decrease  was  due  largely  to 
the  legal  limitations  placed  upon  its  manufacture  and  sale.  During 
1916  only  about  48  per  cent  of  the  quantity  of  beer  produced  in 
1915  was  permitted  to  be  brewed;  but  in  December,  1916,  it  was 
announced  that  only  about  25  per  cent  of  the  quantity  of  beer  con- 
sumed in  the  previous  year  was  to  be  permitted. 

In  Bavaria  the  sale  of  beer  is  limited  from  11  o’clock  in  the 
morning  until  2 in  the  afternoon,  and  again  from  7:30  in  the 
evening. 

The  per  capita  consumption  of  beer  in  Germany  in  1900  was 
33.2  gallons.  In  1909  it  had  dropped  to  29.37  gallons. 

Bavaria  holds  the  world’s  record  for  beer  consumption,  the 
per  capita  amount  for  1910  being  283  liters  (74.75  gallons).  The 
present  per  capita  consumption  of  all  intoxicating  liquors  per 
year  amounts  to  113.9  liters,  distributed  as  follows:  Beer,  91 

liters;  wine,  5 liters,  and  distilled  spirits  (figured  at  35  per  cent), 
7.9  liters. 

In  the  German  navy  the  decrease  in  the  consumption  of  alco- 
hol was  8 per  cent  in  1906,  12  per  cent  in  1907,  19  per  cent  in  1908 
and  30  per  cent  in  1909. 

A marked  decrease  in  the  consumption  of  beer  throughout  the 
Empire  has  been  noticed  in  recent  years.  In  1909  the  decrease  in 
the  consumption  of  beer  was  about  65,000,000  gallons.  In  1910  the 
decrease  was  about  75,000,000  gallons.  In  five  years  prior  to  1912 
the  decreased  consumption  of  beer  amounted  to  175,000,000  gallons. 

The  government  receipts  from  taxes  on  distilled  spirits  for 
the  year  1910-11  were  154.932,291  marks  ($36,873,885.25),  or  25,067,- 
709  marks  less  than  the  budget  estimates. 

Reports  of  the  Imperial  German  tax  office  show  that  receipts 
from  beer  tax  for  the  year  1910-11  amounted  to  112,445.617  marks 
($26,762,006.85).  or  945,617  marks  more  than  provided  for  by  the 
estimates  for  the  imperial  budget. 
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In  1905  Germany  consumed  79,600,000  gallons  of  wine,  and  in 
1903  the  consumption  of  spirits  amounted  to  124,313,000  gallons, 
while  that  of  beer  reached  in  that  year  1,782,778,000  gallons. 

According  to  official  reports  Germany  produced  in  1910  a total 
of  64,491,824  hectoliters  (54,044,148  United  States  barrels)  of  beer, 
which  represented  a decrease  of  6,198,268  hectoliters  (5,194,148 
United  States  barrels)  from  the  amount  produced  in  1909.  The 
number  of  breweries  reported  for  1910  w^as  13,186,  which  number 
was  less  than  the  number  reported  for  1909  by  1,684. 

The  laws  of  the  26  German  states  are  very  old  and  are  mostly 
directed  against  the  misuse  of  spirits.  Very  little  restriction  of 
any  kind  has  been  placed  on  beer  or  wine. 


Italy 

Some  15,000  liquor  stores  have  been  closed  throughout  Italy 
during  1915  and  1916. 

Since  the  outbreak  of  the  world  war  Italy  has  absolutely  pro- 
hibited the  sale  of  absinthe,  while  the  sale  of  any  kind  of  alcoholic 
liquors  to  persons  under  16  years  of  age  has  been  forbidden. 

On  August  22,  1915,  the  wires  flashed  the  news  from  the  city 
of  Milan  that  1,800  liquor  licenses  in  that  city  had  been  revoked 
as  the  first  step  in  a national  campaign  against  alcoholism. 

Italy  has  the  questionable  distinction  of  producing  about  one- 
third  of  all  the  wines  used  in  the  world. 

The  fight  against  alcohol  in  Italy  is  very  largely  a fight 
against  the  uses  of  wines,  distilled  spirits  and  beer  being  only 
secondary  in  evil  effects  upon  the  people  of  that  country.  The 
annual  production  of  tvine  in  Italy  is  about  850,000,000  gallons. 

There  are  93  breweries  in  Italy  with  an  annual  production, 
according  to  the  reports  of  1910,  of  567,186  hectoliters  (455,101 
United  States  barrels).  The  per  capita  consumption  of  beer, 
which  is  only  about  two  liters,  is  smaller  than  in  any  other  coun- 
try of  Europe  with  the  exception  of  that  of  Turkey  and  Spain. 

The  production  of  distilled  spirits  in  1909  was  800,537  hecto- 
liters. In  1889  the  amount  produced  was  only  85,284  hectoliters. 

The  following  table  shows  something  of  the  tremendous  prob- 
lem which  the  government  of  Italy  faces  in  this  struggle  against 
the  alarming  use  of  alcohol  in  all  parts  of  the  nation: 


YEAR 

Population 

Deaths 

Deaths 

from 

Alcohol 

1887 

29,614,430 

31,716,318 

33,776,087 

34,129,290 

828,992’ 

695,602 

700,333 

692,769 

434 

504 

663 

897 

1897 

1907 

1908 

The  quantity  of  wine  consumed  in  Italy  per  capita  in  1884 
was  72 y2  liters.  In  1905  it  had  risen  to  111V2  liters.  During  this 
same  period  the  per  capita  consumption  of  beer  and  the  per  capita 
consumption  of  spirits  have  increased  over  50  per  cent. 

One  of  the  most  encouraging  signs  of  the  present  anti-liquor 
crusade  is  the  fact  that  among  the  leaders  of  the  temperance 
forces  are  the  chiefs  of  the  Socialistic  party  who  are  themselves 
total  abstainers. 
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Austria-Hungary 

The  anti-liquor  provisions  in  Austria-Hungary  which  have 
been  adopted  during  1915  and  1916  have  been  very  similar  to  those 
adopted  in  the  German  Empire.  During  the  greater  part  of  1916 
the  manufacture  of  beer  was  prohibited,  the  government  taking 
the  attitude  that  the  prohibition  was  necessary  in  order  to  con- 
serve the  food  supply,  especially  the  supply  of  barley.  In  many 
public  houses  the  sale  of  distilled  spirits  has  been  prohibited 
altogether. 

Since  the  war  began,  Austria  has  limited  the  hours  for  the 
sale  of  liquor  on  week  days  to  those  between  9 a.  m.  and  5 p.  m., 
closing  all  liquor  shops  on  Sundays  and  holidays. 

There  are  2,090  breweries  in  Austria-Hungary  and  dependen- 
cies. These  breweries  produced  in  1910  a total  of  23,048,239  hecto- 
liters (19,314,424  United  States  barrels).  Salzburg  has  the  second 
largest  record  for  per  capita  beer  consumption  in  Europe,  the 
amount  in  1910  being  230  liters,  Bavaria  alone  recording  a larger 
per  capita  amount. 

The  amount  of  wine  produced  in  Austria-Hungary  per  annum 
is  about  200,000,000  gallons,  while  that  of  spirits  is  about  115,000,- 
000  gallons. 


Spain 

Spain  is  one  of  the  largest  wine  producing  countries  of  the 
world.  The  total  area  under  vines  in  1909  was  3,203,206  acres.  The 
annual  production  of  grapes  is  over  528,400,000  gallons,  with  an 
estimated  value  of  $63,000,000.  In  1909  the  grapes  used  for  the 
manufacture  of  wines  amounted  to  2,419,112  tons.  More  than  one- 
seventh  of  the  world’s  production  of  wine  is  made  in  Spain,  and  in 
addition  the  grapes  exported  by  Spain  to  France  and  Italy  are 
used  annually  to  produce  about  2,000,000  additional  gallons  of  wine. 

During  1910  Spain  exported  51,636,813  gallons  of  wine  at 
$8,819,055. 

The  production  of  beer  in  Spain  during  1910  amounted  to  only 
340,000  hectoliters  (284,920  United  States  barrels),  there  being  only 
41  breweries  in  the  nation,  and  the  annual  per  capita  consumption 
of  beer  being  only  three  liters. 


Switzerland 

Switzerland  is  practically  the  only  country  in  the  world  where  > 
fermented  liquors  are  not  taxed  either  directly  or  indirectly  by 
the  national  government.  There  are  160  breweries  in  the  several 
cantons  which  produced  in  1910,  2,600,000  hectoliters  (about 
2,178,800  United  States  barrels)  of  beer.  The  per  capita  con- 
sumption of  beer  in  1910  was  76  liters. 

While  beer  is  the  popular  beverage  in  German  Switzerland, 
wine  is  the  popular  beverage  in  French  and  Italian  Switzerland. 
The  consumption  of  wine  in  1905  was  22,190,000  gallons. 

The  use  of  distilled  liquors  has  decreased  in  recent  years, 
while  that  of  absinthe  has  been  absolutely  prohibited  by  law. 
This  law  was  adopted  by  vote  of  the  people  of  the  several  cantons 
on  July  10,  1908,  the  majority  in  favor  of  the  provision  being  98,530 
put  of  a total  vote  of  373,934. 


WORLD-WIDE  LIQUOR  PROBLEM 


325 


Under  the  direct  legislation  system  of  Switzerland  each  can- 
ton has  the  power  to  vote  on  the  liquor  question  or  any  other 
question. 

At  the  present  time  there  is  a movement  on  the  part  of  the 
government  to  prohibit  free  distillation. 


Belgium 

Before  the  war  began,  Belgium  had  prohibited  the  sale  and 
manufacture  of  absinthe. 

There  were  3,349  breweries  in  Belgium.  These  breweries  pro- 
duced in  1910,  16,000,000  hectoliters  (13,404,000  United  States  bar- 
rels) of  beer.  The  per  capita  consumption  of  beer  for  the  same 
year  was  220  liters,  which  was  larger  by  50  liters  than  the  per 
capita  consumption  in  1908. 

The  production  of  spirits  in  Belgium  amounts  to  about  10,- 
000,000  gallons  annually. 

The  latest  available  statistics  show  the  annual  consumption 
of  wine  in  Belgium  to  be  8,948,200  gallons,  and  that  of  distilled 
spirits  9,895,000  gallons. 

A careful  estimate  places  the  number  of  liquor  selling  estab- 
lishments throughout  the  nation  at  220,000  exclusive  of  the  other 
places  where  beer  only  is  sold.  In  other  words  there  is  one  liquor 
selling  place  for  every  eight  men.  The  annual  drink  bill  is  esti- 
mated to  be  over  $200,000,000. 


Holland 

The  government  of  Holland  has  prohibited  the  use  of  corn  in 
the  manufacture  of  brandy.  This  has  been  adopted  as  a measure 
necessary  to  the  war  conditions  surrounding  Holland.  In  April, 
1916,  a Local  Option  League  was  organized  in  Holland  and  secured 
the  signatures  of  600,000  mer?  and  women  to  a petition  requesting 
the  Parliament  to  pass  a local  option  law. 

According  to  the  latest  available  reports  (1910)  there  are  562 
breweries  in  Holland  producing  1,800,000  hectoliters  (1,508,400 
United  States  barrels)  of  beer  per  year.  The  per  capita  consump- 
tion of  beer  is  29  liters.  The  consumption  of  wine  in  Holland  is 
about  2,000,000  gallons  per  year,  while  that  of  distilled  spirits 
amounts  to  about  9,000,000  gallons  per  year. 

A law  went  into  effect  May  1,  1910,  prohibiting  the  sale  of 
whisky,  gin,  brandy  and  all  other  forms  of  spirits  at  railway  sta- 
tions, the  sale  of  wine  and  beer  only  being  permitted. 

Three  recent  test  votes  taken  on  the  liquor  question  resulted 
in  a total  of  100  votes  for  unrestricted  sale,  694  votes  for  the  con- 
tinuation of  the  present  system,  739  votes  for  the  diminution  of 
dramshops  and  2,287  votes  for  Prohibition. 


Norway 

The  Norwegian  Parliament  has  passed  a law  prohibiting  the 
sale  of  alcoholic  liquors  to  soldiers  of  any  grade,  to  men  of  the 
war  fleet,  and  to  railway  men  on  duty.  During  the  summer  of 
1916  there  was  a general  strike  in  Norway  during  which  the  sale 
of  alcoholic  liquors  was  prohibited.  In  many  places,  also,  the  sale 
of  fermented  liquors  was  prohibited.  The  government  put  into 
effect  the  prohibition  of  the  sale  and  importation  of  intoxicating 
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liquors  from  the  18th  of  December,  1916,  until  January  8,  1917. 
The  results  of  this  Prohibition  were  so  favorable  that  the  govern- 
ment extended  the  prohibition  until  March  1,  1917. 

The  sale  of  spirits  was  prohibited  by  the  government  on 
August  4,  1914,  and  continued  until  October  11,  1914.  During  this 
period  of  69  days  the  arrests  for  drunkenness  numbered  5,545,  as 
against  9,507  for  the  same  period  of  1913.  From  October  11,  1914, 
for  42  days,  the  government  permitted  the  sale  of  liquors  on 
Tuesdays,  Wednesdays,  Thursdays  and  Fridays,  from  10  a.  m.  to 
12  noon.  During  this  42  days  there  were  5,983  arrests  for  drunk-' 
enness  as  against  5,798  for  the  same  period  of  1913. 

Beer  is  the  great  drink  among  the  users  of  intoxicants  in 
Norway.  That  country  has  exactly  the  same  number  of  breweries 
as  Spain,  but  produces  100,000  more  hectoliters  of  beer  each  year 
than  does  Spain.  The  production  of  beer  in  Norway  for  1910 
amounted  to  440,000  hectoliters  (368,720  United  States  barrels). 

The  per  capita  consumption  of  beer  in  Norway  is  19  liters,  as 
against  two  liters  in  Spain. 

There  are  26  distilleries  in  Norway  with  an  output  in  1909  of 
500,000  liters  (105,668  gallons)  and  in  1910  of  910,000  liters  (240,395 
gallons). 

The  per  capita  consumption  of  wine  is  12.68  quarts,  while  that 
of  spirits  is  1.55  quarts. 

Norway  has  one  of  the  best  local  veto  liquor  laws  to  be  found 
upon  the  statute  books  of  the  countries  of  Europe. 


Sweden 

No  European  country  has  made  such  rapid  progress  in  the 
development  of  a strong  anti-liquor  public  sentiment  as  has 
Sweden. 

The  company  and  local  veto  systems  which  prevail  in  Sweden, 
while  far  from  solving  the  liquor  problem,  contain  certain  pro- 
hibitive features  which  have  operated  to  the  decided  advancement 
of  the  temperance  cause  during  recent  years. 

Sweden  has  a rural  population  for  the  most  part.  Of  the 
5,429,600  population,  4,107,449  live  in  the  country.  There  are  2,395 
country  parishes,  of  which  2,323  have  abolished  the  brandy  traffic. 
According  to  the  1909  reports  there  are  92  town  and  72  country 
parishes  where  the  sale  of  liquor  is  permitted. 

There  are  220  breweries  in  Sweden,  which  produced  2,800,000 
hectoliters  (2,346,000  United  States  barrels)  of  beer  in  1910. 

The  per  capita  consumption  of  beer  for  1910  in  Sweden  was 
51  liters. 

The  consumption  of  wine  in  1903  was  898,200  gallons,,  while 
that  of  spirits  for  the  same  year  was  10,730,500  gallons. 

In  1916  local  Prohibition  was  defeated  in  the  upper  house  of 
the  Swedish  Parliament  by  a vote  of  85  to  52.  By  action  of  the 
government  beginning  the  16th  of  November,  1916,  and  continuing 
until  the  1st  of  October,  1917,  no  one  can  receive  for  home  con- 
sumption more  than  two  liters  of  brandy  in  one  month.  The  sale 
of  brandy  in  the  public  houses  is  not  permitted,  except  with  meals 
costing  at  least  15  cents.  The  sale  of  brandy  for  home  consump- 
tion is  prohibited  on  Sundays  and  other  holidays,  also  after  2 
o’clock  on  Saturday  afternoons. 
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Denmark 

Denmark  is  second  only  to  Belgium  of  all  the  countries  of 
Northern  Europe  in  the  large  per  capita  consumption  of  beer. 
In  1910  the  per  capita  consumption  of  beer  in  Denmark  was  105 
liters.  There  are  344  breweries  in  this  little  country,  and  the  pro- 
duction of  beer  in  1910  amounted  to  2,578,397  hectoliters  (1,956,686 
United  States  barrels).  The  consumption  of  spirits  is  about  4,000,- 
000  gallons  annually. 

The  granting  of  liquor  licenses  in  Denmark  is  entirely  in  the 
hands  of  the  Minister  of  the  Interior,  with  whom  the  advisability 
of  granting  or  refusing  to  grant  licenses  is  optional. 

A test  vote  a few  years  ago'  in  127  parishes  showed  a large 
majority  of  the  voters  in  112  of  these  parishes  to  be  in  favor  of 
Prohibition.  The  total  vote  showed  a majority  for  Prohibition  of 
26,282  out  of  40,642. 


Iceland 

Iceland  went  under  Prohibition  on  January  1,  1915.  The  pro- 
hibitory law  was  adopted  by  vote  of  the  people  on  September  10, 
1908,  the  vote  for  Prohibition  being  4,645  and  the  vote  against 
Prohibition  being  3,181.  While  the  Prohibition  of  the  sale  of 
liquors  did  not  go  into  effect  until  January  1,  1915,  the  prohibition 
of  the  importation  of  liquors  into  Iceland  became  effective  Janu- 
ary 1,  1912. 

Reports  for  the  first  year  under  the  Prohibition  regime  indi- 
cate great  benefits  from  the  Prohibition  policy. 

The  law  which  was  adopted  by  a vote  of  4,645  to  3,181  on 
September  10,  1908,  provides  for  the  Prohibition  of  the  importa- 
tion of  liquors  into  Iceland  after  January  1,  1912,  and  for  the  Pro- 
hibition of  the  sale  after  January  1,  1915. 


Bulgaria 

The  per  capita  consumption  of  beer  in  Bulgaria  is  four  liters. 
There  are  only  18  breweries  in  the  country  and  their  production 
in  1910  was  165,000  hectoliters  (137,270  United  States  barrels). 
The  consumption  of  spirits  is  still  lighter  than  that  of  beer,  the 
annual  consumption  being  about  800,000  gallons. 

Bulgaria,  however,  consumes  annually  about  30,000,000  gal- 
lons of  wine,  which,  though  much  larger  in  amount  than  all  other 
intoxicants  used  in  that  country,  is  much  smaller  in  proportion 
than  the  alcoholic  consumption  of  most  other  European  countries. 


Greece 

Greece  produces  less  beer  per  annum  than  any  other  Euro- 
pean country,  although  the  per  capita  consumption  of  the  country 
is  just  double  that  of  Turkey. 

The  ten  breweries  of  Greece  produced  88,000  hectoliters  of 
beer  in  1910,  providing  a per  capita  consumption  of  three  liters. 

The  nation  is  practically  under  Prohibition  so  far  as  the 
natives  are  concerned. 


Portugal 

Portugal  is  a wine  drinking  country,  the  consumption  of  beer 
and  spirits  being  proportionately  very  small.  The  annual  produc- 
tion of  wines  amounts  to  about  110,000,000  gallons. 

Temperance  organizations  are  practically  unknown  in  Portu- 
gal and  very  little  temperance  sentiment  exists. 
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Servia 

The  nine  breweries  of  Servia  produce  96,000  hectoliters  (80,448 
United  States  barrels)  of  beer  per  annum  (1910  statistics)  and 
supply  the  necessary  amount  for  Servian  consumption,  which  is 
three  liters  per  capita. 

More  wine  than  any  other  intoxicating  liquor  is  used  by  the 
inhabitants  of  Servia.  The  annual  consumption  of  wine  is  about 
7,000,000  gallons. 


Roumania 

The  beer  consumption  in  Roumania  is  not  of  much  conse^ 
quence.  There  are  only  18  breweries  in  the  country,  and  the  pro- 
duction of  these  breweries  in  1910  was  190,400  hectoliters  (159,555 
United  States  barrels).  The  per  capita  consumption  of  beer  in 
Roumania  is  only  three  liters. 

The  use  of  spirits  in  Roumania  greatly  exceeds  that  of  beer, 
the  spirits  production  being  about  7,000,000  gallons  per  annum. 
Both  beer  and  spirits  consumption  are  small  when  contrasted  with 
the  consumption  of  wine  in  the  country,  which  amounts  to  about 
52,840,000  gallons  per  annum. 


T urkey 

Since  the  war  began  the  Sultan  by  a special  decree  has  made 
drunkenness  in  Turkey  a crime  subject  to  trial  and  condemnation 
by  court  martial. 

Turkey,  in  harmony  with  the  teachings  of  her  religion,  is  a 
Prohibition  nation.  Intoxicating  liquors  used  in  that  country  are 
largely  chargeable  to  others  than  the  natives.  Less  beer  per 
capita  is  consumed  in  Turkey  than  any  other  country  in  Europe. 
The  amount  for  1910  was  one  and  one-half  liters. 

There  are  only  three  breweries  in  the  whole  of  Turkey,  and 
the  production  of  these  three  amounted  in  1910  to  only  92,000 
hectoliters  (77,096  United  States  barrels). 


THE  CONTINENT  OF  ASIA 

The  great  religions  of  Asia  are  Prohibition  religions,  and 
followers  of  Buddah  and  Mohammed,  together  with  the  adherents 
to  the  Brahma  and  Parsee  religions,  are  pledged  to  total  abstin- 
ence as  a part  of  their  religious  creeds,  and  but  for  the  influence 
of  the  Western  world,  the  great  part  of  Asia  would  today  be  sober. 

The  liquor  traffic,  however,  under  present  conditions  is  grow- 
ing by  leaps  and  bounds.  European  distillers  and  wine  merchants, 
together  with  American  and  English  breweries,  are  attempting  to 
introduce  intoxicating  liquors  into  every  city  and  village  on  the 
continent  of  Asia.  The  struggle,  therefore,  on  the  part  of  the 
moral  forces  of  the  countries  of  Asia,  is  not  to  abolish  a native 
institution,  but  to  prevent  the  introduction  of  a foreign  institu- 
tion which  seeks  to  rob  the  Orientals  of  their  money  for  the  privi- 
lege of  debauching  them. 

Until  comparatively  a few  years  ago,  from  the  standpoint  of 
the  native  races,  the  map  of  Asia,  aside  from  Siberia,  was  almost 
white.  Today,  however,  not  only  do  Siberia  and  the  Philippine 
Islands  stand  out  as  great  black  spots  upon  the  map,  but  the 
borders  of  almost  every  Asiatic  country  are  being  shaded  with  the 
new  liquor  industries  that  have  sprung  into  existence  at  the  de- 
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mand  of  European  and  American  commercialism.  The  temper- 
ance work  being  done  at  the  present  time  is  largely  in  the  hands 
of  Christian  missionaries  ^ho  are  fighting  a decidedly  unequal 
battle  with  the  powers  of  iniquity,  not  only  in  India,  China,  Japan 
and  other  countries  of  the  Eastern  world,  but  more  especially 
with  the  tremendous  liquor  interests  of  the  very  countries  from 
which  these  missionaries  go  to  teach  the  natives  of  Asia  the  value 
of  Christian  civilization. 

The  Independent  Order  of  Good  Templars,  during  the  past 
few  years,  has  made  some  progress  in  the  way  of  organizing 
lodges  and  pledging  natives  to  total  abstinence.  In  1907  there 
were  114  I.  O.  G.  T.  lodges  with  a membership  of  3,371.  In  1911 
there  were  130  lodges  with  a membership  of  3,391. 


Japan 

Among  the  many  Western  institutions  which  Japan  has 
adopted  or  permitted  to  be  introduced  in  the  Empire  during  recent 
years  is  the  European  and  American  liquor  traffic. 

The  Japanese  race  is  naturally  sober,  but  in  recent  years  the 
rapidity  with  which  European  liquor  drinking  has  been  taken  up 
by  large  numbers  of  the  Japanese  in  the  cities  and  seaports  of  the 
islands  indicates  that  if  the  present  liquor  development  continues, 
Japan  will  very  shortly  have  a new  and  most  serious  problem  on 
hand. 

The  abstaining  army  of  Japan  in  the  Japanese-Russian  war 
presented  a living  example  of  the  virtue  of  temperance  alongside 
of  the  vodka-consuming  soldiers  of  Russia;  but  Western  liquor 
interests  in  the  past  few  years  have  made  great  headway  in  their 
commercial  campaign  of  greed  and  ruin,  toward  robbing  Japan  of 
one  of  the  most  important  characteristics  which  have  been  re- 
sponsible for  her  rapid  development  during  the  past  century. 

The  campaign  of  commercialism  has  not  been  confined  to  the 
exportation  of  liquor  from  Europe  and  America  to  Japan,  but 
today  in  several  of  her  great  cities,  American  breweries  and  Eng- 
lish distilleries  have  been  builded  to  help  hasten  the  work  of  de- 
bauching a race. 

The  native  Japanese  drink,  “sake,”  has  long  been  a great 
curse  to  the  people  of  Japan,  but  this  blighting  curse  is  rapidly 
taking  a second  place  to  the  foreign  drinks,  now  purchasable  in 
the  cities  and  towns  throughout  the  Empire. 


China 

Prohibition  of  the  use  and  sale  of  intoxicating  liquors  is  a part 
of  the  Oriental  religions.  So  far  as  the  natives  of  China  are  con- 
cerned the  liquor  problem  is  not  of  such  large  importance  as  is 
the  opium  problem.  In  the  large  cities,  however,  and  especially  in 
the  seaports,  the  Western  liquor  traffic  has  been  introduced  and 
is  striving  to  the  limit  of  its  ability  to  get  a hold  on  the  Chinese 
race. 

The  great  danger  in  China  so  far  as  the  liquor  traffic  is  con- 
cerned is  not  from  within  but  from  without — from  Europe  and 
America,  from  which  countries  almost  every  vessel  bears  quanti- 
ties of  intoxicating  liquors  the  effect  of  which  tends  to  nullify  the 
work  being  done  by  Western  missionaries  and  educators. 

The  Chinese  Empire  has  been  under  Prohibition  for  almost 
2,400  years.  The  imperial  edict  prohibiting  the  use  of  intoxicating 
liquors  was  made  in  459  B.  C. 
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India 

The  policy  of  the  government  of  India  as  announced  in  1905  and 
many  times  before,  is  to  subordinate  all  consideration  of  revenue 
to  the  efforts  to  “Minimize  temptation  to  those  who  do  not  drink 
and  to  discourage  excess  among  those  who  do.” 

As  to  how  well  this  policy  has  been  carried  out  can  be  judged 
by  the  following  table  showing  the  revenue  received  by  the  gov- 
ernment from  tax  on  intoxicating  liquors  during  the  past  35  years: 


1874-5 

$ 7,805,000 

11.690.000 
18,000,000 

26.475.000 

28.105.000 

1906-7 

1883-4 

1907-8 

1894-5 

1908-9 

1904-5  

1909-10 

1905-6 

$29,175,000 

30.815.000 

31.710.000 

33.585.000 


Further  evidence  of  how  well  the  government  has  held  to  its 
so-called  “policy”  is  to  be  found  in  the  statistics  of  certain  dis- 
tricts of  India,  where  the  consumption  of  liquors  has  increased 
from  5,000,000  gallons  to  8,500,000  gallons  in  five  years.  In  the 
same  length  of  time  the  production  of  liquor  in  Bengal  increased 
50  per  cent,  while  the  population  increased  only  2 per  cent. 

Since  1905  the  number  of  native  liquor  shops  throughout  India 
has  been  reduced  by  22,834,  while  the  number  of  foreign  liquor 
shops  has  been  increased  181.  In  most  sections  the  hour  of  open- 
ing is  8 a.  m.  and  the  hour  of  closing  8 p.  m. 

Under  the  excise  laws  in  many  of  the  provinces  of  India 
licenses  are  sold  at  auction  in  order  to  make  the  most  out  of  the 
liquor  traffic  for  the  government  revenue. 

The  revenue  from  the  province  of  Madras  last  year  was  more 
than  the  entire  revenue  on  the  traffic  in  the  entire  Empire  in 
1874-5. 

Baroda  has  a peculiar  form  of  local  option  which  permits  the 
people  by  a 60  per  cent  vote  to  prevent  the  issuing  of  a new 
license,  or  the  suspending  of  an  old  one. 

In  Limdi  boys  under  18  years  of  age  are  not  permitted  to  buy 
or  use  intoxicating  liquors. 

The  Commission  of  Inquiry  appointed  recently  by  the  govern- 
ment, has  reported,  recommending  a number  of  restrictions,  most 
of  which  seem  to  have  been  made  for  revenue  purposes  only.  One 
of  the  chief  recommendations  was  for  the  raising  of  the  duty  on 
imported  liquors.  This  would  undoubtedly  be  a good  revenue 
measure  if  the  imports  of  liquors  continue  to  increase  in  the 
future  as  in  the  past.  The  liquor  imported  into  India  at  the 
present  time  amounts  to  more  than  7, .000, 000  gallons  annually. 
Twenty  years  ago  the  amount  was  2,500,000  gallons. 

The  creation  of  local  advisory  committees  to  confer  with  the 
excise  officials  had  resulted  in  a decided  reduction  of  liquor  li- 
censes in  certain  sections,  among  which  may  be  named  the  Bom- 
bay presidency,  -where  the  reduction  amounted  to  77  the  first  year; 
Bengal,  where  the  number  was  reduced  by  100,  and  Calcutta,, 
wheer  the  reduction  was  26. 


OTHER  ASIATIC  COUNTRIES 

' Prior  to  1914  no  country  in  Asia  was  cursed  by  the  liquor 
traffic  more  than  Siberia.  Russian  vodka  flooded  this  great  sec- 
tion of  the  Russian  Empire  and  the  government  itself  did  not 
hesitate  to  promote  the  sale  of  liquor  wherever  possible.  By 
virtue  of  the  Czar’s  decree,  however,  prohibiting  the  sale  of  vodka 
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throughout  the  Empire,  a vast  change  has  taken  place  in  Siberia, 
and  the  beneficial  results  of  Prohibition  on  the  peasantry  and 
Siberian  life  and  institutions  are  to  be  seen  on  every  hand. 

In  Ceylon  a temperance  pledge-signing  movement  which 
swept  over  that  island  in  1904,  resulted  in  a total  abstinence 
pledge  being  signed  by  190,000  persons. 

In  Korea  there  are  practically  no  government  restrictions  on 
the  liquor  traffic,  the  only  ban  on  liquor  drinking  or  liquor  selling 
being  the  refusal  of  membership  in  the  free  churches. 

Persia  has,  perhaps,  suffered  as  much  or  more  in  proportion 
to  its  size,  from  the  liquor  traffic  than  any  other  country  of  Middle 
or  Southern  Asia.  In  spite  of  the  efforts  of  Mohammedan  leaders, 
the  people  have  become  debauched — first  through  the  importation 
of  liquors  from  Europe  and  more  lately  through  the  production  of 
spirits  in  the  local  distilleries  which  have  been  established. 

Siam  is  closely  following  in  the  footsteps  of  Persia.  The  sale 
and  manufacture  of  alcohol,  as  well  as  opium,  is  in  the  hands  of 
the  government. 

In  the  Philippine  Islands  the  liquor  traffic  has  grown  to  an 
alarming  extent  since  those  islands  have  been  under  the  United 
States  government.  With  practically  every  ship  taking  mission- 
aries, school  teachers  and  physicians  from  America  to  the  Philip- 
pines, there  goes  a sufficient  amount  of  intoxicating  liquors  to  do 
more  harm  in  a few  months  than  can  be  offset  by  the  work  of 
the  missionaries,  schools  and  health  boards  in  several  years. 

Asia,  in  fact,  presents  a continent  once  under  absolute  Pro- 
hibition with  the  exception  of  Siberia.  Today,  however,  the  Asi- 
atic nations  are  gradually  yielding  to  Western  intoxicants  and 
their  sure  results. 


THE  CONTINENT  OF  AFRICA 

By  joint  agreement  of  the  17  powers  represented  at  the 
Brussels  Slave  Conference  in  1889-90,  the  following  action  in  re- 
gard to  the  continent  of  Africa  was  taken’ 

CHAPTER  VI. — Restrictive  Pleasures  Concerning  the  Traffic  in  Spirituous 

Liquors. 

• Article  XC. 

Justly  anxious  about  the  moral  and  material  consequences  which  the  abuse 
of  spirituous  liquors  entails  on  the  native  populations,  the  Signatory  Powers 
have  agreed  to  apply  the  provisions  of  Articles  XCI.,  XCII.  and  XCIII.  within 
a zone  extending  from  the  twentieth  degree  north  latitude  to  the  twenty-second 
degree  south  latitude,  and  bounded  by  the  Atlantic  Ocean  on  the  west  and  by 
the  Indian  Ocean  on  the  east,  with  its  dependencies,  comprising  the  islands 
adjacent  to  the  mainlaind,  up  to  100  sea  miles  from  the  shore. 

Article  XCI. 

In  the  districts  of  this  zone  where  it  shall  be  ascertained  that,  either  on 
account  of  religious  belief,  or  from  other  motives,  the  use  of  distilled  liquors 
does  not  exist,  or  has  not  been  developed,  the  powers  shall  prohibit  their  im- 
portation. The  manufacture  of  distilled  liquors  there  shall  be  equally  prohibited. 

Each  power  shall  determine  the  limits  of  the  zone  of  Prohibition  by  alco- 
holic liquors  in  its  possessions  or  protectorates,  and  shall  be  bound  to  notify 
the  limits  thereof  to  the  other  powers  within  the  space  of  six  months.  The 
above  Prohibition  can  only  be  suspended  in  the  case  of  limited  quantities 
destined  for  the  consumption  of  the  non-native  population,  and  imported  under 
the  regime  and  conditions  determined  by  each  government. 
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Article  XCII. 

The  powers  having  possessions  or  exercising  protectorates  in  the  region  of 
the  zone  which  are  not  placed  under  the  action  of  the  Prohibition,  and  into 
which  alcoholic  liquors  are  at  present  either  freely  imported  or  pay  an  import 
duty  of  less  than  15fr.  per  hectoliter  at  50  degrees  Centigrade,  undertake  to 
levy  on  these  alcoholic  liquors  an  import  duty  of  15fr.  per  hectoliter  at  50 
degrees  Centigrade  for  three  years  after  the  present  general  act  comes  into 
force.  At  the  expiration  of  this  period  the  duty  may  be  increased  to  25fr. 
during  a fresh  period  of  three  weeks.  At  the  end  of  the  sixth  year  it  shall  be 
submitted  to  revision,  taking  as  a basis  the  average  results  produced  by  these 
tariffs,  for  the  purpose  of  then  fixing,  if  possible,  a minimum  duty  throughout 
the  whole  extent  of  the  zone  where  the  Prohibition  referred  to  in  Article  XCI. 
is  not  in  force. 

The  powers  have  the  right  of  maintaining  and  increasing  the  duties  beyond 
the  minimum  fixed  by  the  present  article  in  those  regions  where  they  already 
possess  that  right. 

Article  XCIII. 

The  distilled  liquors  manufactured  in  the  regions  referred  to  in  Article 
XCII.,  and  intended  for  inland  consumption,  shall  be  subject  to  an  excise  duty. 
This  excise  duty,  the  collection  of  which  the  powers  undertake  to  ensure  as  far 
as  possible,  shall  not  be  lower  than  the  minimum  import  duty  fixed  by  Arti- 
cle XCII. 

Article  XCIV. 

Signatory  powers  having  in  Africa  possessions  contiguous  to  the  zone 
specified  in  Article  XC.  undertake  to  adopt  the  necessary  measures  for  pre- 
venting the  introduction  of  spirituous  liquors  within  the  territories  of  the  said 
zone  by  their  inland  frontiers. 

Article  XCV. 

The  powers  shall  communicate  to  each  other  through  the  office  at  Brussels, 
and  according  to  the  terms  of  Chapter  V.,  information  relating  to  the  traffic  in 
alcoholic  liquors  within  their  respective  territories. 

While  this  agreement  has  not  been  fully  successful  in  doing 
for  Africa  what  the  signers  of  the  agreement  hoped  it  would  do, 
it  has  unquestionably  greatly  helped  to  mitigate  the  evils  result- 
ing from  the  liquor  traffic.  The  curse  of  liquor  has  made  itself 
felt  more  in  Morocco,  Algeria,  Northern  Egypt  and  the  extreme 
Southern  part  of  the  continent  than  anywhere  else  in  the  interior 
or  along  the  Eastern  and  Western  borders.  With  almost  every 
expedition,  however,  into  the  heart  of  the  great  African  continent, 
a trail  of  liquor  is  left,  which  little  by  little  is  helping  to  break 
down  the  sober  customs  of  the  natives,  the  religious  laws  and  the 
international  agreements  which  have  been  made  for  the  protection 
of  the  people  of  the  dark  continent. 

In  Southern  Africa  the  liquor  traffic  has  made  rapid  growth 
since  the  Boer  war,  and  conditions  are  worse,  so  far  as  temper- 
ance sentiment  is  concerned,  than  they  were  before  the  war  broke 
out.  In  many  of  the  colonies  under  the  sovereignty  of  Great  Bri- 
tain, the  laws  prohibit  the  use  of  liquor  by  the  natives,  but  the 
activity  and  heartless  commercial  spirit  of  English  and  European 
liquor  interests  are  rapidly  nullifying  these  laws. 

Reports  for  the  year  1913  show  that  7,132,381  gallons  of  spirits 
were  imported  into  Great  Britain’s  West  African  colonies  during 
that  year.  This  was  an  increase  of  235,000  gallons  over  the  im- 
ports of  the  year  before. 

The  following  table  shows  something  of  the  growth  of  the 
importation  of  liquors  into  these  colonies  between  1907  and  1912: 
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Years 

Total 

Gallons 

Annual 

Average 

Gallons 

Southern  Nigeria j 

Gold  Coast j 

Sierra  Leone  i 

Gambia j 

i 

1907-09 

1910-12 

1907-09 

1910-12' 

1907-09 

1910-12 

1907-09 

1910-12 

10,240,990 

14,033,698 

3,640,074 

4,976,610 

1,028,848 

1,497,763 

87,993 

183,443 

3,413,663 

4,677,899 

1,213,358 

1,658,870 

342,949 

499,254 

29,331 

61,147 

Madagascar  for  long  years  was  under  absolute. Prohibition,  the 
rulers  insisting  upon  the  strict  enforcement  of  the  law.  In  recent 
years,  however,  be  it  said  to  the  shame  of  France,  which  nation 
claims  sovereignty  over  the  island,  the  liquor  traffic  has  been 
established  in  order  to  find  a larger  market  for  French  wines. 


THE  CONTINENT  OF  AUSTRALIA 

By  a vote  of  the  people  of  South  Australia  a law  providing 
for  the  closing  of  retail  liquor  establishments  at  6 o’clock  became 
effective  in  March,  1916. 

The  Premier  of  Tasmania  has  promised  an  act  to  make  the 
hour  of  closing  10  o’clock  instead  of  11  o’clock,  and  has  also  prom- 
ised a referendum  poll  at  the  next  general  election  whereby  the 
people  may  decide  as  between  6 o’clock  and  11  o’clock  for  the  clos- 
ing hour.  A similar  measure  for  West  Australia  is  being  con- 
sidered by  the  Parliament. 

The  movement  for  early  closing  in  Victoria  has  been  defeated 
but  a strong  organized  effort  for  no-license  in  the  local  option 
election  of  1917  is  being  made. 

In  New  South  Wales  the  Parliament  is  considering  the  advisa- 
bility of  limiting  the  hours  for  the  sale  of  liquors  from  9 a.  m.  to 
10  p.  m.  Alcoholic  liquors  in  camps  and  on  transport  ships  have 
been  prohibited  by  the  government. 

The  consumption  of  intoxicating  liquors  in  Australia  has  been 
constantly  increasing  during  recent  years.  The  estimated  drink 
bill  for  the  year  1914  was  $108,454,180,  which  shows  an  increase  of 
about  50  per  cent  in  five  years. 

The  people  of  Australia  have  more  of  a direct  voice  on  the 
liquor  question  than  do  the  people  of  Europe,  Asia,  Africa  or  any 
other  general  subdivision  of  the  world,  aside  from  the  American 
continent.  The  so-called  local  option  laws  of  Australia,  however, 
are  far  from  being  local  option  as  the  term  is  applied  to  the  liquor 
traffic  in  America,  for  the  best  local  option  laws  of  Australia  re- 
quire a three-fifths  vote  to  prohibit  the  sale  of  liquors. 


New  Zealand 

Under  the  local  option  law  of  New  Zealand  the  people  are  per- 
mitted to  vote  once  in  three  years  on  three  propositions,  viz.:  the 
continuance  of  the  liquor  traffic,  the  reduction  in  the  number  of 
liquor  establishments,  or  Prohibition.  The  law  provides  that  a 
majority  vote  is  sufficient  to  reduce  the  number  of  liquor  saloons, 
but  that  a three-fifths  majority  is  necessary  for  Prohibition.  In 
six  contests  held  under  this  law  the  vote  stood  as  follows: 
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YEAR  1 Continuance  | Reduction  | No-License 


1896 

139,580 

94,555 

98,312 

1899 

143,962 

109,449 

120,542 

1902 

148,449 

132,249 

151,524 

1905 

182,884 

151,057 

198,765 

1908 

188,140 

162,562 

221,471 

1911 

202,608 

255,864 

Under  the  new  licensing-  bill  enacted  for  New  Zealand,  bar- 
maids are  to  be  eliminated  and  the  sale  of  liquors  to  persons 
under  21  years  of  age  is  to  be  prohibited.  One-seventh  of  New 
Zealand  is  now  under  Prohibition. 


THE  CONTINENTS  OF  NORTH  AND  SOUTH  AMERICA 
Dominion  of  Canada 

Coincident  with  the  great  European  War,  the  Dominion  of 
Canada  has  been  making  tremendous  strides  in  the  effort  to 
abolish  the  liquor  traffic. 

During  the  first  ten  years  of  the  Twentieth  century,  the  drink 
traffic  and  the  evil  effects  of  drink,  grew  by  leg,ps  and  bounds. 
The  following  table  showing  the  number  of  all  offenses  in  the 
Dominion  and  the  number  of  cases  of  drunkenness  from  1900  to 
1910  indicates  something  of  the  growth  of  the  excessive  use  of 
liquor. 


YEAR  Offenses 

Drunk- 

enness 

YEAR 

All 

Offenses 

Drunk- 

enness 

1900 

41,653 

42,048 

43,457 

50,403 

54,946 

12,215 

12,725 

13,324 

16,532 

18,895 

1905 

62,559 
70,903 
’ 79,170 
88,633 
93,853 

21,621 
2'5 ,110 
29,802 
31,089 
31,105 

1901 

1906 

1902 

1907 1 

1903 

1908 

1904 

1909 

The  increase  in  crime  and  the  increase  in  drunkenness  as 
shown  by  this  table  were  both  confined  to  those  parts  of  the  prov- 
inces which  were  under  the  domination  of  the  liquor  traffic  during 
those  years.  In  British  Columbia,  under  license,  in  1907,  there  was 
one  conviction  to  every  61  of  the  population,  while  during  the 
same  year  in  Prince  Edward  Island,  under  Prohibition,  there  was 
one  conviction  to  every  228  of  the  population. 

Alberta  is  under  Prohibition  adopted  by  a vote  of  the  people 
on  July  21,  1915.  The  Prohibition  forces  registered  a vote  of 
52,295,  while  the  liquor  forces  registered  a vote  of  37,509.  Prior  to 
the  adoption  of  Prohibition  in  Alberta  the  province  was  under 
local  option,  but  on  account  of  the  three-fifths  requirements  to 
abolish  barrooms,  very  few  places  had  been  able  to  register  the 
necessary  number  of  votes  to  adopt  Prohibition. 

The  Prohibition  law  in  Alberta  went  into  effect  July  1,  1916. 

British  Columbia  adopted  Prohibition  in  the  1916  elections  by 
a majority  of  10,512,  the  vote  being,  for  Prohibition  39,846,  against 
Prohibition,  29,334.  This  is  exclusive  of  the  vote  of  the  soldiers, 
which  is  yet  to  be  added  to  the  count. 

Manitoba  has  just  recently  adopted  provincial  Prohibition. 
The  law  will  go  into  effect  after  May  31,  1916.  The  result  of  the 
Prohibition  election  was  an  overwhelming  victory  for  the  temper- 
ance forces.  The  total  vote  cast  in  the. province  was  about  65,000, 
the  Prohibition  forces  winning  by  a majority  of  more  than  two 


WORLD-WIDE  LIQUOR  PROBLEM 


335 


to  one.  Out  of  47  constituencies  in  the  province,  45  voted  for 
Prohibition.  The  city  of  Winnipeg  with  a population  of  almost 
300,000,  voted  dry  by  a majority  of  over  4,500. 

During  the  first  three  months,  arrests  for  drunkenness  in 
Manitoba  decreased  80  per  cent,  and  for  general  crime  decreased 
58  per  cent. 

Prince  Edward  Island  is  under  Prohibition,  which  was  adopted 
in  1907,  and  which  has  proved  to  be  a great  success. 

With  a population  of  over  103,000,  there  were  only  seven  pris- 
oners in  the  entire  province  in  December,  1916,  as  compared  with 
459  the  year  before  Prohibition  went  into  effect. 

Newfoundland  is  under  Prohibition,  the  law  having  been 
adopted  by  a vote  of  the  people  in  1915.  The  vote  for  Prohibition 
was  24,956,  against  Prohibition  5,348.  The  law  went  into  effect 
January  1,  1917.  Prior  to  the  adoption  of  Prohibition,  Newfound- 
land was  under  local  option.  As  a result  of  the  operations  of  the 
local  option  law,  practically  all  of  the  outposts  were  under  no- 
license, and  the  city  of  St.  John  was  practically  the  only  real 
liquor  stronghold  in  the  province.  Labrador,  however,-  which  is 
under  the  governmental  control  of  Newfoundland,  was  entirely 
given  over  to  license,  there  being  few  restrictions  on  the  sale  of 
liquor. 

Saskatchewan  is  under  partial  Prohibition,  the  new  law  hav- 
ing gone  into  effect  July  30,  1915.  Prior  to  the  adoption  of  this 
prohibitory  law,  there  were  very  few  dry  municipalities  in  the 
province.  This  was  due  to  the  fact  that  the  local  option  provision 
required  a three-fifths  vote  to  suppress  a liquor  license  after  such 
a license  had  been  granted.  While  the  privately-owned  barrooms 
have  been  abolished,  the  sale  of  liquor  is  still  continued  by  the 
government  under  a plan  akin  to  the  dispensary  system. 

Nova  Scotia  is  under  Prohibition,  the  law  having  been  adopted 
in  1915  for  the  province  with  the  exception  of  the  city  of  Halifax, 
and  having  been  extended  by  the  Legislature  to  take  in  the  entire 
province  by  a measure  which  went  into  effect  May  1,  1916. 

New  Brunswick  has  adopted  Prohibition.  The  law  will  go 
into  effect  May  1,  1917.  Prior  to  the  adoption  of  Prohibition  New 
Brunswick  was  under  local  option  for  counties,  towns,  parishes 
and  wards.  Nine  of  the  14  counties  were  already  under  Prohibi- 
tion as  were  also  two  of  the  three  cities. 

Quebec  is  under  local  option;  975  municipalities  out  of  a total 
of  1,158  are  dry.  The  cities  of  Quebec  and  Montreal  are  the  great 
liquor  strongholds.  Outside  of  these  two  cities  Prohibition  senti- 
ment in  the  province  is  very  strong.  Montreal  for  instance  will 
have  after  this  year  350  bars  under  the  provisions  of  the  law. 

Ontario  is  under  provincial  Prohibition,  which  went  into  ef- 
fect September  16,  1916.  In  Toronto,  which  is  the  largest  city  of 
the  province,  the  first  month  under  Prohibition  showed  214  arrests 
for  drunkenness  as  against  1,059  for  the  same  period  in  1915. 
Prior  to  the  adoption  of  Prohibition  the  province  of  Ontario  was 
under  local  veto,  there  being  573  Prohibition  towns  as  against 
274  license  towns,  as  a result  of  the  elections  in  January,  1916. 
This  result  was  remarkable  in  view  of  the  fact  that  a three-fifths 
vote  was  required  to  abolish  the  liquor  traffic  under  the  pro- 
visions of  the  local  option  law.  The  aggregate  vote  in  the  prov- 
ince of  Ontario  in  1898  was  154,498  for  Prohibition  and  115,264 
against  Prohibition.  In  1910  the  poll  stood  192,749  for  Prohibition 
and  103,548  against  Prohibition.  In  1875  there  were  6,185  barrooms 
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in  the  province  of  Ontario.  In  1911  this  number  had  been  re- 
duced to  1,875,  in  spite  of  the  fact  that  the  population  increased 
during  that  same  period  from  1,620,851  to  about  3,000,000.  Toronto, 
with  a population  of  350,000,  had  only  110  barrooms. 

The  following  table  shows  something  of  the  remarkable  de- 
crease in  the  sale  and  use  of  intoxicating  liquors  during  the  year 
1915  as  compared  with  the  year  1914: 


Gallons  of  Liquor  Consumed  in  Canada 


| 1914  | 1915 

4,762,617 

3,575,417 

56,060,846 

2,082,194 

1,020,079 

67,501,153 

4,021,090 

2,971,937 

47,955,947 

1,061,065 

787,665 

56,797,704 

Importer!  Malt  Liquors  .... 

Imported  Wines  

Total  1 

Amount  Paid  for  Liquor  by  Consumers 

| 1914  | 1915 

Canadian  Spirits  

$ 28,575,702 
28,603,336 
39,242,592 
4,164,388 
5,100,395 
$105,686,413 

$ 24,126,540 
2‘3,775,496 
33,569,163 
2,122,130 
3,938,325 
$ 87,531,654 

Imported  Spirits  

Canadian  Malt  Liquors  

Imported  Malt  Liquors  

Imported  Wines  

Total  

Per  Capita  Consumption  of  Liquors 

| 1914  | 1915 

Spirits  (gallons)  

1.061 

7.2 

.124 

1 .872 

6.071 
.095 

Beer  (gallons)  

Wine  (gallons)  

Total | 8,385  j 7,038 

Mexico 

The  civil  war  in  Mexico  has  greatly  interfered  with  the  pro- 
gress of  the  temperance  reform  as  well  as  most  other  reform 
movements  in  the  republic.  Since  the  recognition  of  the  Carranza 
government,  however,  by  the  United  States,  strong  efforts  have 
been  made  to  induce  President  Carranza  to  declare  for  absolute 
Prohibition  of  the  liquor  traffic  throughout  Mexico.  While  the 
government  has  not  made  any  definite  decision  on  this  point,  the 
prospects  are  that  some  drastic  action  looking  toward  the  bet- 
terment of  conditions  so  far  as  the  sale  of  liquor  is  concerned, 
will  be  taken  in  the  very  near  future. 

There  has  been  much  agitation  for  scientific  temperance  in- 
struction in  the  public  schools  throughout  Mexico,  and  strong 
efforts  have  been  made  to  secure  total  abstinence  among  em- 
ployees of  railroads  and  other  corporations. 


Central  America 

The  liquor  traffic  has  a strong  hold  on  practically  the  entire 
territory  covered  by  Central  America.  About  the  only  restrictions 
placed  on  the  traffic  outside  of  the  government  monopoly  which 
is  very  general,  are  the  United  States  provisions  for  Prohibition 
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in  all  parts  of  the  canal  zone  outside  of  the  two  ports,  and  the 
law  of  San  Salvador,  which  prohibits  boys  under  21  years  of  age 
from  entering  saloons  or  receiving  liquors. 


South  America 

Temperance  reform  in  South  America  belongs  almost  entirely 
to  the  future.  The  liquor  traffic  at  the  present  time  holds  sway 
in  Brazil,  the  Argentine  Republic,  Bolivia,  Venezuela,  Ecuador, 
Colombia  and  Paraguay,  all  efforts  directed  towards  its  suppres- 
sion having  made  very  little  progress  in  these,  or,  for  that  matter, 
in  the  other  subdivisions  of  the  continent. 

In  British  Guiana  the  sale  of  intoxicating  liquors  to  Indians 
is  prohibited.  In  Chile  the  sale  of  intoxicating  liquors  to  persons 
under  16  years  of  age  is  prohibited,  but  with  these  and  a few  other 
exceptions,  the  governments  of  South  America  make  very  little 
effort  toward  controlling  the  liquor  traffic,  to  say  nothing  of 
attempting  to  suppress  it. 

In  certain  sections  the  custom  of  selling  licenses  at  public 
auction  under  the  same  system  that  maintains  in  India,  is  con- 
tinued in  a way  that  only  serves  to  help  in  the  general  debauch- 
ery of  the  people  under  the  liquor  rule  which  is  almost  undisputed. 


338 


ROSTER 


Anti-Saloon  League  of  America 

ROSTER 

PRESIDENT.— Bishop  Luther  B.  Wilson,  D.D.,  LL.D.,  New  York,  N.  Y • 

VICE  PRESIDENTS.— Bishop  G.  M.  Mathews,  D.D.,  Dayton,  Ohio- 
Rev.  Father  J.  J.  Curran,  Wilkes-Barre,  Pa.,;  Rev.  John  McNeil,  D.D' 
Denver,  Colo.;  Rev.  Geo.  W.  Truitt,  D.D.,  Dallas,  Texas;  Hon.  N.  W. 
Littlefield,  Providence,  R.  I. ; Hon.  R.  B.  Glenn,  Winston-Salem,  N.  C. ; 
Daniel  A.  Poling,  Boston,  Mass. ; Bishop  S.  P.  Spreng,  D.D.,  Naperville, 
111.  ; Rev.  H.  H.  Bell,  D.D.,  San  Francisco,  Cal. ; Judge  Charles  A.  Pollock, 
Fargo,  N.  Dak.;  Hon.  D.  C.  McMullin,  Tallahassee,  Fla.;  Rev.  D.  J. 
Burrell.  D.D.,  New  York,  N.  Y. 

SECRETARY. — Hon.  S.  E.  Nicholson,  Richmond,  Ind. 

TREASURER. — Foster  Copeland,  Columbus,  Ohio. 

GENERAL  SUPERINTENDENT— Rev.  P.  A.  Baker,  D.D.,  Westerville, 
Ohio.  GENERAL  MANAGER,  DEPARTMENT  OF  PUBLISHING  IN- 
TERESTS.—Ernest  H.  Cherrington,  Westerville,  Ohio.  FINANCIAL  SEC- 
RETARY.—Rev.  A.  C.  Bane,  D.D.,  Westerville,  Ohio.  LEGISLATIVE 
SUPERINTENDENT.— Rev.  E.  C.  Dinwiddie,  Washington,  D.  C.  AS- 
SISTANT GENERAL  SUPERINTENDENT.— Rev.  E.  J.  Moore,  Ph.D., 
Westerville,  Ohio.  SUPERINTENDENT  OF  TOTAL  ABSTINENCE 
DEPT.— Rev.  Howard  H.  Russell,  D.D.,  Westerville,  Ohio.  NATIONAL 
ATTORNEY. — Wayne  B.  Wheeler,  Washington,  D.  C. 


NATIONAL  EXECUTIVE  COMMITTEE 

CHAIRMAN— Fillmore  Condit.  SECRETARY— Ernest  H.  Cherrington. 
First  District — Frederick  Fosdick,  Fitchburg,  Mass.  Second  District — 
Mr.  William  H.  Anderson,  156  Fifth  Ave.,  New  York,  N.  Y.  Third  Dis- 
trict— Mr.  Fillmore  Condit,  Battery  Place,  New  York  City.  Fourth  District — • 
Rev.  C.  F.  Swift,  D.D.,  1014  Stock  Exchange,  Philadelphia,  Pa.  Fifth 
District — Rev.  James  Cannon,  Jr.,  D.D.,  Richmond,  Va.  Sixth  District — Mr. 
James  A.  White,  Columbus,  Ohio.  Seventh  District — Mr.  Frank  C.  Ball, 
Muncie,  Ind.  Eighth  District — A.  J.  Scrogin,  Lexington,  111.  Ninth  Dis- 
trict— H.  B.  Carre,  Ph.D.,  Nashville,  Tenn.  Tenth  District — Mr.  W.  S. 
Witham,  Atlanta,  Ga.  Eleventh  District — Rev.  A.  J.  Barton,  D.D.,  Dallas,  Tex. 
Twelfth  District — Dr.  J.  C.  Canady,  Sedalia,  Mo.  Thirteenth  District — Rev. 
L.  H.  Keller,  D.D.,  Madison,  Wis.  Fourteenth  District — Mr.  S.  K.  Warrick, 
Scott’s  Bluff,  Neb.  Fifteenth  District — Rev.  D.  M.  Gandier,  D.D.,  603 
Merchants’  Trust  Bldg.,  Los  Angeles,  Cal.  Sixteenth  District — Hon.  Lester  E. 
Kirkpatrick,  Seattle,  Wash. 

MEMBERS  AT  LARGE— Mr.  William  F.  Cochran,  Baltimore,  Md.  ; 
Mr.  Pearl  E.  Selby,  Portsmouth,  Ohio:  Mr.  L.  B.  Musgrove,  Jasper,  Ala. 

NATIONAL  COMMITTEE  ON  FINANCIAL  MANAGEMENT— Rev. 
P.  A.  Baker,  D.D.,  Chairman;  Rev.  Howard  H.  Russell,  D.D. ; Ernest  H. 
Cherrington. 

NATIONAL  LEGISLATIVE  COMMITTEE— Rev.  James  Cannon,  Jr., 

D. D.,  Chairman,  Richmond,  Va. ; Mr.  Wayne  B.  Wheeler,  Washington,  D.  C. ; 
Rev.  Arthur  J.  Barton,  D.D.,  Dallas,  Texas;  Mr.  Ernest  H.  Cherrington,  Wes- 
terville, Ohio ; General  Superintendent  and  Legislative  Superintendent,  mem- 
bers ex  officio. 

NATIONAL  INDUSTRIAL  DEPARTMENT  COMMITTEE— Mr.  Pearl 

E.  Selby  Chairman;  Mr.  James  A.  White;  Mr.  Ernest  H.  Cherrington.  SU- 
PERINTENDENT INDUSTRIAL  DEPARTMENT.— Rev.  Geo.  A.  Henry, 
Westerville,  Ohio. 


NATIONAL  BOARD  OF  DIRECTORS 

Alabama — No  report.  Arizona — No  report.  Arkansas — Col. . George 

Thornburgh,  Little  Rock;  Rev.  B.  A.  Few,  D.D.,  Prescott.  California — 
Rev.  Matt  S.  Hughes,  D.D. ; -Rev.  D.  M.  Gandier,  Los  Angeles.  Colo- 
rado— Rev.  A.  J.  Finch,  Denver:  Wayne  C.  Williams.  Connecticut — Rev. 

C.  H.  Barber,  Danielson ; H.  H.  Spooner,  Kensington.  District  of  Co- 
lumbia— Andrew  Wilson — 802-806  Woodward  Bldg.  ; Albert  E.  Shoemaker, 
L.L.M..,  Atty.,  713  Evans  Bldg.  Florida — Mr.  A.  D.  Stevens,  Jackson- 


ROSTER 


339 


ville;  Rev.  C.  W.  Crooke,  1609  Hubbard  St.,  Jacksonville.  Georgia — 

Rev.  G.  W.  E’ichelberger,  D.D.,  Atlanta;  H.  M.  DuBose,  W.  S.  Witham, 
L.  G.  Hardman.  Hawaii  — Hon.  C.  H.  Dickey,  Honolulu ; Dr.  D.  C. 
Peters.  Idaho — Rev.  J.  W.  Miller,  American  Falls;  E.  E.  Hunt,  Boise;  H.  C. 
Baldridge,  Parma.  Illinois — Rev.  Charles  L.  Morgan,  Elgin ; Mr.  T.  J.  Bolger, 
29  S.  La  Salle  St.,  Chicago;  Rev.  F.  Scott  McBride,  1200  Security  Bldg.,  Chi- 
cago ; Rev.  M.  P.  Boynton,  6529  Ingleside  Ave.,  Chicago ; Rev.  D.  C.  McLeod, 
Springfield.  Indiana — R.  C.  Minton,  706  State  Life  Bldg.,  Indianapolis;  Rev.  E. 
S.  Shumaker,  706  State  Life  Bldg.,  Indianapolis;  Rev.  Joshua  Stansfield,  D.D., 
Indianapolis;  Rev.  S.  E.  Nicholson,  Richmond.  Iowa — Hon.  J.  F.  Hardin, 
Eldora;  Rev.  W.  C.  Barber,  D.D.,  507  Good  Block,  Des  Moines;  Rev.  C.  S. 
Cooper,  Agency.  Kansas — John  Marshall,  Topeka;  Rev.  Edwin  Locke, 

Topeka;  Frank  M.  Stahl,  Topeka.  Kentucky — Dr.  George  B.  Eager,  1012' 
Cherokee  Rd.,  Louisville;  Dr.  A.  Gatliff,  Williamsburg;  Rev.  W.  E.  Arnold, 
Danville.  Louisiana — No  report.  Maine — Fred  M.  Dow,  Portland;  Rev. 
Wilbur  F.  Berry,  D.D.,  Waterville.  Maryland  and  Delaware — Rev.  J.  F. 
Heisse,  D.D.,  Lombard  St.,  Baltimore;  Rev.  T.  M.  Hare,  D.D.,  800  Equit- 
able Bldg.,  Baltimore;  Mr.  Caleb  E.  Burchenal,  600-4  Ford  Bldg.,  Wilming- 
ton; Rev.  Chas.  M.  Levister,  D.D.,  618  Ford  Bldg,  Wilmington.  Massa- 
chusetts— Hon.  Frederick  Fosdick,  Fitchburg;  Mr.  Delcevare  King,  Equit- 
able Bldg.,  Boston;  Fred  H.  Lawton,  344  Tremont  Bldg.,  Boston;  Arthur 
J.  Davis,  344  Tremont  Bldg.,  Boston.  Michigan — Mr.  R.  H.  Scott,  Lansing; 

L.  E.  Stewart,  Battle  Creek ; D.  M.  Christian,  Owosso ; Grant  M.  Hudson, 
418  Tussing  Bldg.,  Lansing.  Minnesota — Rev.  S.  M.  Dick,  2215  Bryant  So., 
Minneapolis;  Mr.  C.  M.  Way,  5th  S.  E.  and  Division,  Minneapolis;  Dr.  G. 

B.  Safford,  311  Nicollet  Ave.,  Minneapolis.  Mississippi — No  report.  Mis- 
souri— Hon.  Chas.  M.  Hay,  Commercial  Bldg.,  St.  Louis ; Dr.  J.  E.  Can- 

nady,  Sedalia ; Rev.  W.  C.  Shupp,  1129  Syndicate  Trust  Bldg.,  St.  Louis; 
W.  A.  Rankin,  Tarkio.  Montana — Rev.  George  D.  Wolfe,  Butte;  Rev.  Jos- 
eph Pope,  Billings.  Nebraska — S.  K.  Warrick,  Scottsbluff ; H.  F.  Carson, 
403  Fraternity  Bldg.,  Lincoln.  Nevada — No  report.  New  Hampshire — No 
report.  New  Jersey — Rev.  James  K.  Shields,  207  Market  St.,  Newark; 
Samuel  Wilson,  207  Market  St.,  Newark;  William  Cairns,  89  Halsey  St., 
Newark;  Elwood  Hollingshead.  New  Mexico — Rev.  James  I.  Seder,  Y.  M. 

C.  A.,  Albuquerque;  Hon.  W.  H.  Chrisman,  Aztec,  San  Juan  Co.  New 

York — Rev.  Frederick  W.  Palmer,  Auburn;  Rev.  Cyrus  P.  Keen,  156  5th 

Ave.,  New  York  City;  Dr.  F.  R.  Calkins,  Watertown,  N.  Y. ; William  H.  An- 
derson, 156  5th  Ave.,  New  York  City;  Rollin  O.  Everhart,  156  5th  Ave., 

New  York  City.  North  Carolina — M.  L.  Shipman,  Raleigh;  W.  T.  Shaw, 
Weldon;  Rev.  R.  L.  Davis,  Biblical  Recorder  Bldg.,  Raleigh.  North  Dakota — 
Judge  C.  A.  Pollock,  Fargo;  Rev.  F.  L.  Watkins,  Bismarck.  Ohio — Mr.  J. 

M.  Mills,  Lima;  Mr.  George  Selby,  Portsmouth;  Mr.  Ernest  H.  Cherring- 
ton,  Westerville;  Mr.  J.  A.  White,  Columbus;  Wayne  B.  Wheeler,  Columbus. 
Oklahoma — Mr.  C.  L.  Stealey,  Oklahoma  City ; Rev.  E.  D.  Cameron,  Clare- 
more;  H.  T.  Laughbaum,  Box  654,  Oklahoma  City.  Oregon — R.  P.  Hutton, 
Portland;  Rev.  W.  H.  Foulkes,  D.D. ; W.  L.  Cobb.  Pennsylvania — Bishop 
U.  F.  Swengel,  Harrisburg;  Rev.  R.  A.  Hutchinson,  Publication  Bldg., 
Pittsburgh;  Rev.  C.  F.  Swift,  1014  Stock  Ex.,  Phila. ; Rev.  James  Albert  Pat- 
terson, Franklin,  Pa.;  Rev.  E.  J.  Moore,  Westerville,  Ohio.  Rhode  Island — 

Hon.  Nathan  W. t Littlefield,  87  Weybosset  St.,  Providence;  Rev.  A.  B. 
Cristy,  107  Westminster  St.,  Providence.  South  Carolina  — No  report. 

South  Dakota — Rev.  J.  S.  Hoagland,  D.D.,  Mitchell;  Rev.  R.  N.  Hols- 
aple,  Mitchell.  Tennessee — Hon.  Newell  Sanders,  Chattanooga;  Hon.  W. 
R.  Webb,  Bel  Buckle;  Rev.  I.  D.  McAlister,  320  Stahlman  Bldg.,  Nash- 
ville. Texas  — Judge  A.  W.  Walker,  Dallas;  Rev.  J.  L.  Cross,  D.  D., 
Houston;  Rev.  C.  M.  Bishop,  D.D.,  Georgetown;  Mr.  Sterling  P.  Strong, 
Dallas;  Rev.  A.  J.  Barton,  D.  D.,  Dallas.  Utah — No  report.  Vermont — 
Mr.  Albert  E.  Laing,  Burlington ; Rev.  Clifford  H.  Smith,  Burlington. 
Virginia  — Rev.  E.  T.  Wellford,  D.  D.,  Newport  News;  Rev.  J.  S.  Pe- 
ters, Blackstone;  Rev.  James  Cannon,  Jr.,  D.  D.,  Blackstone.  Washing- 
ton— Rev.  Adna  Wright  Leonard,  D.D.,  Fifth  and  Marion  Sts.,  Seattle;  Mr. 
George  D.  Conger,  3184  Arcade  Bldg.,  Seattle.  West  Virginia — Rev.  W.  S. 
Dysinger,  D.D.,  Wheeling;  Rev.  L.  S.  Cunningham,  Fayetteville.  Wiscon- 
sin-— Dr.  W.  O.  Carrier,  Waukesha;  Dr.  Henry  Colman,  102  33rd  St.,  Mil- 
waukee; Rev.  J.  S.  Lean,  D.D.,  Milwaukee.  Wyoming — No  report. 
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GENERAL  MANAGER— Ernest  H.  Cherrington.  ASSISTANT  MAN- 
AGER— Ed.  J.  Richardson.  BUSINESS  MANAGER— Boyd  P.  Doty.  TREAS- 
URER— Foster  Copeland,  Esq.  FIELD  AGENTS — Howard  H.  Russell, 
D.D. ; George  W.  Morrow;  Milo  G.  Reiser;  W.  C.  Johnson;  Paul  P.  Reiser; 
R.  W.  Moran;  Rev.  Robert  B.  Patton,  D.D. ; Rev.  Edw.  H.  Dailey;  A.  H. 
Claflin;  Henry  M.  Ware;  Henry  W.  Mills;  Clifford  L.  Johnson;  H.  G.  Payne. 


THE  AMERICAN  ANTI-SALOON  LEAGUE  PRESS  BUREAU 

Central  Office,  Westerville,  Ohio 

Ernest  H.  Cherrington,  General  Manager  and  Editor;  William  E.  John- 
son, S.  J.  Fickel,  J.  H.  Larimore,  Associate  Editors. 


THE  LINCOLN-LEE  LEGION 

(The  Moral  Suasion  Department  of  the  Anti-Saloon  League  of  America.) 
Rev.  Howard  H.  Russell,  D.D.,  General  Secretary;  Rev.  Milo  G.  Reiser, 
Assistant  General  Secretary;  Foster  Copeland,  Esq.,  Treasurer. 


GENERAL  OFFICES  OF  THE  ANTI-SALOON  LEAGUE 
OF  AMERICA 

Westerville,  Ohio,  and  30-32  Bliss  Building,  Washington,  D.  C. 

STATE  SUPERINTENDENTS  OF  ANTI-SALOON  LEAGUE 

ALABAMA — Rev.  Brooks  Lawrence,  508  Chamber  of  Commerce,  Birmingham. 
ARRANSAS — Col.  Geo.  Thornburgh,  Masonic  Temple,  Little  Rock. 
CALIFORNIA — Rev.  D.  M.  Gandier,  D.D.,  603  Merchant’s  Trust  Bldg.,  Los 
Angeles. 

COLORADO — Rev.  A.  J.  Finch,  216  Denham  Bldg.,  Denver. 
CONNECTICUT— Mr.  H.  H.  Spooner,  Rensington. 

DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA — Andrew  Wilson,  President,  Woodward  Bldg., 
Washington. 

FLORIDA — C.  W.  Crooke,  1609  Hubbard  St.,  Jacksonville. 

GEORGIA — Rev.  James  A.  Christian,  814-815  Empire  Life  Bldg.,  Atlanta. 
Atlanta. 

HAWAII — Rev.  John  W.  Wadman,  D.D.,  510  Stangenwald  Bldg.,  Honolulu. 
IDAHO — Rev.  E.  E.  Hunt,  418  Empire  Bldg.,  Boise. 

ILLINOIS — Rev.  F.  Scott  McBride^  1200  Security  Bldg.,  Chicago. 
INDIANA — Rev.  E.  S.  Shumaker,  706  State  Life  Bldg.,  Indianapolis. 

IOWA — Rev.  W.  C.  Barber,  D.D.,  506  Good  Blk.,  Des  Moines. 

RANSAS — W.  J.  Herwig,  918  Ransas  Ave.,  Topeka. 

RENTUCRY — Rev.  N.  A.  Palmer,  86  Renyon  Bldg.,  Louisville. 
LOUISIANA — Rev.  A.  W.  Turner,  1826  Texas  Avenue,  Shreveport. 

MAINE — Rev.  W.  F.  Berry,  D.D.,  309  Savings  Bank  Bldg.,  Waterville. 
MARYLAND — Geo.  W.  Crabbe,  800  Equitable  Bldg.,  Baltimore. 
MASSACHUSETTS — Mr.  Arthur  J.  Davis,  344  Tremont  Bldg.,  Boston. 
MICHIGAN — Mr.  Grant  M.  Hudson,  422  Tussing  Bldg.,  Lansing. 
MINNESOTA — Rev.  George  B.  Safford,  D.D.,  Ph.D.,  401  Loan  & Trust 
Bldg.,  Minneapolis. 

MISSISSIPPI — Rev.  T.  J.  Bailey,  D.D.,  201  Capital  National  Bank  Bldg., 
Jackson. 

MISSOURI — Rev.  W.  C.  Shupp,  1130  Syndicate  Trust  Bldg.,  St.  Louis. 
MONTANA — Rev.  Joseph  Pope,  210  Stapleton  Blk.,  Billings. 

NEBRASKA — Mr.  H.  F.  Carson,  403  Fraternity  Bldg.,  Lincoln. 

NEVADA — Rev.  E.  F.  Jones,  101  State  St.,  Reno. 

NEW  HAMPSHIRE — Rev.  J.  H.  Robbins,  D.D.,  care  Anti-Saloon  League, 
Concord. 

NEW  JERSEY — Rev.  James  K.  Shields,  1007  Ordway  Bldg.,  Newark. 

NEW  MEXICO — R.  E.  Farley,  15-16  First  Natl.  Bank  Bldg.,  Albuquerque. 
NEW  YORK — Mr.  William  H.  Anderson,  1219  Presbyterian  Bldg.  156 
Fifth  Ave.,  New  York  City. 

NORTH  CAROLINA — Rev.  R.  L.  Davis,  Biblxal  Recorder  Bldg.,  Raleigh. 
NORTH  DAKOTA — Rev.  F.  L.  Watkins,  Box  321,  Bismarck. 

OHIO — Mr.  James  A.  White,  175  South  High  St.,  Columbus. 

OKLAHOMA — Mr.  H.  T.  Laughbaum,  P.  O.  Box  654,  Oklahoma  City. 
OREGON — 


342  ROSTER 

PENNSYLVANIA— Rev.  C.  F.  Swift,  D.D.,  1014  Stock  Exchange  Bldg., 
Philadelphia. 

RHODE  ISLAND — Edwin  Simpson,  65  Steinert  Bldg.,  Providence. 

SOUTH  CAROLINA — J.  K.  Breedin,  1209^4  Washington  St.,  Columbia. 
SOUTH  DAKOTA— Rev.  R.  N.  Holsaple,  426  Western  National  Bank  Bldg., 
Mitchell. 

TENNESSEE — Rev.  J.  D.  McAllister,  320  Stahlman  Bldg.,  Nashville. 
TEXAS — Rev.  A.  J.  Barton,  D.D.,  613  Praetorian  Bldg.,  Dallas. 
VERMONT— Rev.  Clifford  H.  Smith,  188  Main  St.,  Burlington. 

VIRGINIA — Rev.  James  Cannon,  Jr.,  D.D.,  701  E.  Grace  St.,  Richmond. 
WASHINGTON — Mr.  George  D.  Conger,  3184  Arcade  Bldg.,  Seattle. 

WEST  VIRGINIA — Major  Chas.  R.  Morgan,  405-6  Davidson  Bldg.,  Charleston. 
WISCONSIN— Mr.  R.  P.  Hutton,  704  Goldsmith  Bldg.,  Milwaukee. 
WYOMING — Mr.  Fred  L.  Crabbe,  1811  Alexander  Ave.,  Cheyenne. 


The  Alabama  Anti-Saloon  League. — State  Headquarters  508  Chamber 
of  Commerce,  Birmingham.  PRESIDENT — Rev.  W.  B.  Crumpton,  D.D., 
Montgomery.  FIRST  VICE  PRESIDENT— Rev.  H.  H.  McNeill,  D.D., 
Dothan.  SECOND  VICE  PRESIDENT— R.  M.  Goodall,  Birmingham. 
SECRETARY— F.  F.  Ballard,  Birmingham.  TREASURER— P.  C.  Ratliff, 
Birmingham. 

HEADQUARTERS  COMMITTEE— Rev.  W.  B.  Crumpton,  D.D.,  Rev. 
H.  H.  McNeill,  D.D.,  R.  M.  Goodall,  F.  F.  Ballard,  P.  C.  Ratliff,  Rev.  L.  C. 
Branscomb,  D.D.,  George  H.  Estes,  L.  B.  Musgrove. 

STATE  SUPERINTENDENT— Rev.  Brooks  Lawrence,  508  Chamber  of 
Commerce,  Birmingham. 


Arizona  Temperance  Federation. — State  Headquarters,  1416  East  Mc- 
Kinley St.,  Phoenix. 

GENERAL  SECRETARY — Rev.  Edward  D.  Raley,  1416  East  McKinley 
St.,  Phoenix. 


The  Arkansas  Anti-Saloon  League.  — State  Headquarters,  Room  306 
Masonic  Temple,  Little  Rock.  PRESIDENT — Col.  Geo.  Thornburgh. 

SECRETARY— Rev.  B.  A.  Few.  TREASURER— Dr.  S.  A.  Scott. 

HEADQUARTERS  COMMITTEE— Geo.  Thornburgh,  B.  A.  Few,  E. 
J.  A.  McKinney,  A.  C.  Millar,  John  W.  Wade  and  S.  A.  Scott. 

STATE  SUPERINTENDENT  — Col.  Geo.  Thornburgh,  Room  306 
Masonic  Temple,  Little  Rock. 


The  California  Anti-Saloon  League. — State  Headquarters,  400-406  Book 
Concern  Bldg.,  3 City  Hall  Ave.,  San  Francisco.  PRESIDENT — Arthur  H. 
Briggs,  402  Book  Concern  Bldg.,  San  Francisco.  VICE  PRESIDENTS — • 
Rev.  Chas.  Edward  Locke,  728  Berendo  St.,  Los  Angeles;  Prof.  R.  L.  Green, 
Stanford  University,  Palo  Alto. 

STATE  BOARD  OF  DIRECTORS— Hon.  A.  J.  Wallace,  616  Union 
Oil  Bldg.,  Los  Angeles;  Rev.  R.  F.  Thrapp,  D.D.,  824  S.  Ardmore,  Los 
Angeles;  Nathan  F.  Newby,  Washington  Bldg.,  Los  Angeles;  Rev.  J.  C. 
Pinkerton,  D.D.,  1925  5th  Ave.,  Los  Angeles;  John  H.  Braley,  205  N.  Brand 
Blvd.,  Glendale;  J.  E.  White,  Monadnock  Bldg.,  San  Francisco;  Rev.  H.  H. 
Bell,  D.D.,  San  Anselmo ; Rev.  George  E.  Burlingame,  D.D.,  21  Octavia 
St.,  San  Francisco. 

STATE  SUPERINTENDENT— Rev.  D.  M.  Gandier,  D.D.,  603  Mer- 
chants Trust  Bldg.,  Los  Angeles.  SUPERINTENDENT  NORTHERN 
DIVISION — A.  H.  Briggs,  402  Book  Concern  Bldg.,  San  Francisco.  SU- 
PERINTENDENT SOUTHERN  DIVISION— S.  T.  Montgomery,  603  Mer- 
chants Trust  Bldg.,  Los  Angeles. 


The  Colorado  Anti-Saloon  League. — State  Headquarters,  216  Denham 
Bldg.,  Denver.  PRESIDENT — Bishop  F.  J.  McConnell,  Denver.  VICE 
PRESIDENTS — Dr.  J.  H.  Houghton,  Denver;  Father  William  O’Ryan, 
Denver.  SECRETARY—  G.  A.  Brandelle,  D.D.,  Denver.  TREASURER— 
Frank  M.  Briggs,  Denver. 

STATE  SUPERINTENDENT— Rev.  A.  J.  Finch,  216  Denham  Bldg., 
Denver.  ASSISTANT  STATE  SUPERINTENDENT— G.  Arthur  Holloway, 
Denver. 
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Connecticut  Temperance  Union.  — State  Headquarters,  Kensington. 
PRESIDENT  — Stanley  W.  Edwards,  Hartford.  SECRETARY  AND 
TREASURER— H.  H.  Spooner,  Kensington.  ASSISTANT  SECRETARY 
—Rev.  E.  W.  Potter,  723  Elm  St.,  New  Haven.  FIELD  SECRETARIES— 
Rev.  Walter  E.  Lanphear,  181  Benton  St.,  Hartford;  Rev.  J.  A.  Solandt,  683 
Washington  Ave.,  West  Haven.  AUDITOR — J.  H.  Mansfield,  New  Haven, 
VICE  PRESIDENTS— Mr.  J.  T.  Robertson,  Manchester;  Hon.  L.  W. 
Cleaveland,  New  Haven;  Hon.  J.  C.  Brinsmade,  Washington;  Mr.  E.  K. 
Nicholson,  Bridgeport;  W.  A.  Shanklin,  Middletown;  Hon.  Joel  H.  Reed, 
Stafford  Springs;  Hon.  L.  E.  Whiton,  New  London;  Hon.  A.  G.  Bill, 
Danielson. 


Delaware  Anti-Saloon  League. — State  Headquarters,  618  Ford  Bldg., 
Wilmington.  PRESIDENT — Rev.  E.  L.  Hoffecker,  D.D.,  2'310  Market  St„ 
Wilmington.  VICE  PRESIDENT — Thomas  N.  Rawlins,  Seaford.  TREAS- 
URER— Ruel  S.  Loomis,  Sixth  and  Market  Sts.,  Wilmington. 

ADVISORY  COMMITTEE— Rev.  E.  L.  Hoffecker,  D.D.,  1200  Jefferson 
St.,  Wilmington;  Rev.  Herbert  F.  Randolph,  D.D.,  900  Washington  St., 
Wilmington;  Rev.  S.  Beattie  Wylie,  D.D.,  New  Castle;  Rev.  Thomas  P. 
Holloway,  D.D.,  802  Franklin  St.,  Wilmington;  Caleb  E.  Burchenal,  Esq., 
600  Ford  Bldg.,  Wilmington;  . John  B.  Hutton,  Esq.,  Dover;  Frederick 
Brady,  Middletown;  Gov.  John  G.  Townsend,  Jr.,  Selbyville. 

STATE  SUPERINTENDENT— George  W.  Crabbe,  816  Ford  Bldg.,  Wil- 
mington. SUPERINTENDENT  IN  CHARGE  OF  PENINSULA  DIS- 
TRICT (Delaware  and  Eastern  Shore  counties  of  Maryland — E.  C.  Pretty- 
men,  same  address.  ATTORNEY — Caleb  E.  Burchenal,  600  Ford  Bldg., 
Wilmington. 

District  of  Columbia. — League  Headquarters,  633  Woodward  Bldg.,  Wash- 
ington, D.  C.  PRESIDENT — Andrew  Wilson,  Woodward  Bldg.  PRESIDENT 
PRO  TEM— Ten  Eyck  Wendell,  1639  Connecticut  Ave.  ATTORNEY  AND 
EXECUTIVE  SECRETARY— Albert  E.  Shoemaker,  Woodward  Building 
VICE  PRESIDENTS  — Bishop  William  Fraser  McDowell,  D.D.  ; Rev. 
Samuel  H.  Greene,  D.D. ; Rev.  J.  Henning  Nelms,  D.D. ; Theodore  A. 
Hostetler;  William  Knowles  Cooper;  Lt.  Gen.  Nelson  A.  Miles,  U.  S.  A. 
Retired ; Dr.  Creed  W.  Childs.  CHAPLAIN — Rev.  George  A,  Miller. 

SECRETARY— Henry  F.  Lowe.  TREASURER— Hugh  A.  Thrift. 

HEADQUARTERS  COMMITTEE— Andrew  Wilson,  Henry  F.  Lowe, 
Ten  Eyck  Wendell,  Rev.  Clarence  A.  Vincent,  D.D.;  George  A.  Miller,  Rev. 
J.  Milton  Waldron,  D.D. ; Rev.  C.  H.  Butler,  Rev.  L.  C.  Clark,  Harvey  B. 
Otterman,  Robert  D.  Burbank,  Rev.  Harry  L.  Hout. 


The  Florida  Anti-Saloon  League. — State  Headquarters,  1609  Hubbard  St., 
Jacksonville. 

EXECUTIVE  COMMITTEE— D.  C.  McMullen,  Chairman;  N.  C.  Bryan, 
Vice-Chairman;  W.  G.  Tilghman,  Treasurer;  J.  S.  Blitch,  Secretary;  E.  C. 
Stuart. 

STATE  SUPERINTENDENT— Rev.  C.  W.  Crooke,  1609  Hubbard  St., 
Jacksonville. 

Georgia  Anti-Saloon  League. — State  Headquarters,  814-815  Flatiron  Bldg., 
Atlanta. 

HEADQUARTERS  COMMITTEE— Rev.  C.  O.  Jones,  D.D.,  Chairman; 
Rev.  A.  H.  Gordon,  D.D^;  Rev.  C.  W.  Daniel,  D.D.;  Rev.  C.  V.  Weathers; 
Dr.  E.  C.  Cartledge,  Secretary;  Mr.  Frank  S.  Etheridge;  Mr.  W.  P.  Ander- 
son; Mr.  Charles  J.  Williamson;  Rev.  A.  A.  Little,  D.D.  TREASURER — 
Mr.  W.  S.  Witham. 

STATE  SUPERINTENDENT — Rev.  Tames  A.  Christian,  814  Flatiron 
Bldg.,  Atlanta.  ASSISTANT  STATE  SUPERINTENDENT— Rev.  O.  P. 
Bentley.  

The  Anti-Saloon  League  of  Hawaii. — 510  Stangenwald  Bldg.,  Honolulu. 
SUPERINTENDENT— John  W.  Wadman.  PRESIDENT— David  C. 

Peters.  FIRST  VICE  PRESIDENT— W.  D.  Westervelt.  SECOND  VICE 
PRESIDENT— Mrs.  J.  M.  Whitney.  THIRD  VICE  PRESIDENT— Miss 
Florence  Yarrow.  FOURTH  VICE  PRESIDENT — C.  Nakamura.  TREAS- 
URER—C.  H.  Dickey.  SECRETARY— G.  W.  Paty. 
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Idaho  Anti-Saloon  League. — State  Headquarters,  418  Empire  Bldg., 
Boise.  PRESIDENT— W.  E.  Graham,  Boise.  FIRST  VICE  PRESIDENT— 
J.  S.  Colvin,  Nampa.  SECOND  VICE  PRESIDENT — A.  L.  Freefofer,  Boise. 
THIRD  VICE  PRESIDENT— W.  A.  Hyde,  Pocatello.  FOURTH  VICE 
PRESIDENT — Robert  Warner,  Moscow.  FIFTH  VICE  PRESIDENT — C. 
M.  Hill,  Twin  Falls.  SECRETARY  — J.  Wesley  Miller,  American  Falls. 
TREASURER — Dr.  J.  M.  Taylor,  Boise. 

EXECUTIVE  COMMITTEE — H.  E.  Campbell,  Chairman;  J.  S.  Colvin, 
Wilsie  Martin,  W.  M.  Lomax,  J.  M.  Taylor,  C.  IT.  White. 

STATE  SUPERINTENDENT— Rev.  E.  E.  Hunt,  418  Empire  Bldg., 
Boise. 

LEGAL  COUNSELORS — Harry  S.  Kessler,  Boise;  W.  H.  Witty,  Poca- 
tello; John  Nisbet,  Moscow;  O.  R.  Baum,  American  Falls. 


The  Illinois  Anti-Saloon  League. — State  Headquarters,  1200  Security 
Bldg.,  Chicago.  PRESIDENT — Hon.  A.  J.  Scrogin,  Lexington.  VICE 
PRESIDENTS — Thomas  Nicholson,  58  E.  Washington  St.,  Chicago;  Will 
B.  Otwell,  Carlinville;  John  B.  Lennon,  Bloomington;  Alfred  T.  Capps, 
Jacksonville.  SECRETARY — Chris.  Galeener,  Gibson  City.  TREASURER 
— T.  J.  Bolger,  29  S.  La  Salle  St.,  Chicago. 

HEADQUARTERS  COMMITTEE— A.  J.  Scrogin,  T.  J.  Bolger,  M.  P. 
Boynton,  6529  Ingleside  Ave.,  Chicago;  Charles  L.  Morgan,  Chicago;  John 
R.  Golden,  Decatur;  Charles  E.  Coleman,  542'  S.  Dearborn  St.,  Chicago; 
Parker  Shields,  Bloomington ; Fletcher  Dobyns,  549  The  Rookery,  Chicago ; 
John  Hanberg,  Rock  Island;  W.  W.  Bennett,  Rockford. 

STATE  SUPERINTENDENT— Rev.  F.  Scott  McBride,  1200  Security 
Bldg.,  Chicago. 

ATTORNEY — Mr.  Frank  B.  Ebbert,  Chicago.  I 
SUPERINTENDENT  LAW  ENFORCEMENT— Mr.  A.  W.  Gillet, 
Chicago. 

EDITOR — Mr.  W.  T.  Hewetson,  Chicago. 

BUSINESS  MANAGER— Mr.  B.  W.  Ewing,  Chicago. 

DISTRICT  SUPERINTENDENTS— E'.  J.  Davis,  Chicago  District,  State 
Office;  E.  F.  Collier  and  J.  W.  Langley  (assistants),  State  Office;  George 
McGinnis,  Northern  District,  State  Office;  G.  W.  James,  Galesburg;  A.  R. 
Van  Fossen,  Springfield;  S.  M.  Spurgeon,  Assistant  District  Supt.,  Spring- 
field;  W.  J.  Moore,  Carbondale ; E.  E.  McLaughlin,  Assistant  District  Supt., 
Carbondale;  Fred  Nordquist,  Superintendent  Scandinavian  Dept.,  State  Office; 
Mrs.  G.  M.  Mathes,  Superintendent  Woman’s  Department,  State  Office; 
John  McClennahan,  Church  Secretary  Chicago  District,  State  Office.  Finan- 
cial Secretary,  Andrew  Forsythe. 

FIELD  ORGANIZERS— E.  W.  Ward,  Yorkville;  E.  H.  Wade,  State 
Office ; W.  A.  Smith,  Springfield ; C.  F.  Reed,  State  Office ; J.  H.  Danskin, 
Jacksonville.  


The  Indiana  Anti-Saloon  League. — State  Headquarters,  706  State  Life 
Bldg.,  Indianapolis.  PRESIDENT — Timothy  Nicholson,  Richmond.  VICE 

PRESIDENT — Rev.  Father  C.  P.  Baron,  Indianapolis.  SECRETARY — 
H.  L.  Whitehead,  Indianapolis.  TREASURER — O.  H.  Palmer,  Indianapolis. 

HEADQUARTERS  COMMITTEE— H.  L.  Whitehead,  2241  Park  Av6., 
Indianapolis;  Rev.  E.  S.  Shumaker,  S.  P.  Matthews,  514  State  Life  Bldg., 
Indianapolis;  Rev.  C.  H.  Winders,  108  S.  Ritter  Ave.,  Indianapolis;  Rev.  M. 
C.  Pearson,  Y.  M.  C.  A.  Bldg.,  Indianapolis;  Rey.  D.  Robinson,  University 
Heights,  Indianapolis;  Rev.  P.  C.  Curnuck,  D.D.,  2361  N.  Del.,  Indianapolis. 

STATE  SUPERINTENDENT— Rev.  E.  S.  Shumaker,  706  State  Life 
Bldg.,  Indianapolis. 

ATTORNEY — R.  C.  Minton,  706  State  Life  Bldg.,  Indianapolis. 

FIELD  WORKERS — S.  P.  McNaught,  Platform  and  Public  Speaking, 
706  State  Life  Bldg.,  Indianapolis ; Rev.  F.  P.  Leckliter,  State  Organizer, 
706  State  Life  Bldg.,  Indianapolis;  J.  E.  Cox,  Editor  American  Issue,  In- 
diana Edition,  706  State  Life  Bldg.,  Indianapolis;  E.  A.  Miles,  Field  Sec- 
retary, 706  State  Life  Bldg.,  Indianapolis;  Rev.  George  W.  Titus,  Field  Secre- 
tary, 706  State  Life  Bldg.,  Indianapolis;  Rev.  C.  J.  Everson,  Field  Secre- 
tary, Muncie.  SPECIAL  SUNDAY  SPEAKERS— Attorney  Jesse  E.  Mar- 
tin, 825  Law  Bldg.,  Indianapolis;  Prof.  F.  C.  Tilden,  Greencastle;  Rev.  D. 
Robinson,  University  Heights,  Indianapolis. 
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The  Iowa  Anti-Saloon  League. — State  Headquarters,  507  Good  Block, 
Des  Moines.  PRESIDENT — Rev.  John  L.  Hillman,  D.D.,  Des  Moines.  VICE 
PRESIDENT— Rev.  P.  O.  Bersell,  D.D.,  Ottumwa.  SECRETARY— Rev. 
Charles  P.  Proudfit,  D.D.,  Des  Moines. 

STATE  SUPERINTENDENT— W.  C.  Barber,  D.D.,  507  Good  Block, 
Des  Moines. 

HEADQUARTERS  COMMITTEE  — Frank  W.  Sprague,  Chairman; 
Charles  P.  Proudfit,  D.D.,  Secretary;  John  L.  Hillman,  D.D.;  J.  P.  Burling, 
D.D. ; August  Norrbom,  Dr.  Gershom  H.  Hill,  P.  B.  Sheriff,  J.  G.  Olmsted. 
All  of  Desmoines. 

STATE  ATTORNEY  FOR  THE  LEAGUE— Herbert  H.  Sawyer,  Des 
Moines. 

MEMBERS  OF  THE  NATIONAL  BOARD— Mr.  J.  F.  Hardin,  Eldora ; 
Rev.  C.  N.  McMillan,  Sioux  City ; Supt.  W.  C.  Barber,  Des  Moines. 

WORKERS  — Rev.  E.  J.  Brownson,  Assistant  Superintendent,  Des 
Moines;  Rev.  P.  H.  McBeth,  Assistant  Superintendent,  Des  Moines;  Rev. 
C.  S.  Cooper,  Field  Secretary,  Agency. 


Kansas  Anti-Saloon  League.  — State  Headquarters,  918  Kansas  Ave., 
Topeka.  PRESIDENT— Prof.  O.  G.  Markham,  Baldwin.  VICE  PRESI- 
DENT—Hon.  George  H.  Hodges,  Olathe.  SECRETARY— Mr.  W.  M.  Clark, 
Baldwin.  TREASURER— Hon.  J.  C.  Mohler,  Topeka.  ATTORNEY— Fred 
S.  Jackson,  Topeka. 

HEADQUARTERS  COMMITTEE— Gov.  Arthur  Capper,  Topeka;  Rev. 
S.  B.  Alderson,  Topeka;  Rev.  S.  S.  Estey,  Topeka;  Rev.  M.  L.  Robey, 
Topeka ; Hon.  George  H.  Hodges,  Olathe ; Rev.  A.  M.  Brodie,  Wichita ; Rev. 
Julius  Smith,  Baldwin;  Rev.  O.  C.  Bronston,  Holton;  Hon.  E.  W.  Hoch, 
Marion. 

STATE’  SUPERINTENDENT— W.  J.  Herwig,  918  Kansas  Ave.,  To- 
peka. ASSISTANT  STATE  SUPERINTENDENT— Alva  P.  Jones. 


The  Kentucky  Anti-Saloon  League. — State  Headquarters,  86-87  Kenyon 
Bldg.,  Louisville.  PRESIDENT — Dr.  C.  S.  Gardner,  Norton  Hall,  Louis- 
ville. VICE  PRESIDENTS— Rev.  W.  N.  Briney,  218  E.  Gray  St.,  Louis- 
ville; Rev.  W.  E.  Arnold,  Ft.  Thomas;  Rev.  J.  W.  Porter,  Lexington;  Rev. 
William  Cumming,  Winchester.  SECRETARY — Mr.  W.  B.  Carter,  222  S. 
First  St.,  Louisville.  TREASURER — Mr.  H.  B.  Montague,  Paul  Jones 

Bldg.,  Louisville. 

PIEADQUARTERS  COMMITTEE— Dr.  George  B.  Eager,  1012  Cherokee 
Road,  Louisville;  Dr.  C.  S.  Gardner,  Norton  Hall,  Louisville;  Rev.  H.  L. 
Winburn,  1353  S.  Second  St.,  Louisville;  Mr.  H.  B.  Montague,  Paul  Jones 
Bldg.,  Louisville;  Rev.  G.  A.  Joplin,  Louisville  Trust  Bldg.,  Louisville;  Rev. 
J.  N.  Eason,  1377  S.  Second  St.,  Louisville;  Dr.  A.  Gatliff,  Williamsburg;  Rev. 
Mark  Collis,  Lexington;  Rev.  L.  O.  Spencer,  Elizabethtown;  Mr.  James  T. 
Morgan,  La  Grange,  Ky. ; W.  B.  Barber,  222  S.  First  St.,  Louisville. 

STATE  SUPERINTENDENT— Rev.  Norman  A.  Palmer,  86-87  Kenyon 
Bldg.,  Louisville.  ASSISTANT  STATE  SUPERINTENDENT— Mr.  Frank 
C.  Brown,  Owensboro.  FIELD  SECRETARY— Rev.  H.  H.  Mashburn, 
Bardstown. 


The  Louisiana  Anti-Saloon  League. — State  Headquarters,  Shreveport. 
PRESIDENT— Rev.  E.  O.  Ware,  D.D.,  Alexandria. 

HEADQUARTERS  COMMITTEE— Judge  W.  P.  Hall,  Pres.;  O.  A. 
Wright,  Dr.  J.  L.  Scales,  B.  F.  Roberts,  Atty. ; F.  M.  Ragsdale,  Rev.  W.  W. 
Drake,  Rev.  L.  D.  Posey,  T.  W.  Holoman,  Atty. ; B.  M.  Thompson,  Rev.  S. 
H.  Werleine,  Rev.  G.  W.  Summey,  J.  G.  Palmer,  Atty. ; Charles  Roberts, 
Atty. 

STATE  SUPERINTENDENT— Rev.  A.  W.  Turner,  Box  32,  Shreveport 
ASSISTANT  SUPERINTENDENT— Rev.  J.  A.  Christian. 


The  Christian  Civic  League  of  Maine. — State  Headquarters,  301,  302,  309 
Savings  Bank  Block,  Waterville.  PRESIDENT — M.  S.  Holway,  Esq.,  Augus- 
ta. VICE  PRESIDENT— A.  T.  Laughlin,  Portland.  SECRETARIES— 
Rev.  C.  Edson  Owen,  Waterville;  Edward  H.  Emery,  Sanford.  TREAS- 
URER— Horace  Purinton,  Waterville.  CLERK — Rev.  C.  Edson  Owen,  D.D., 
Waterville. 
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DIRECTORS — Horace  Purinton,  Waterville;  M.  S.  Holway,  Esq., 
Augusta ; E.  T.  Burrowes,  Portland ; Chas.  A.  Milliken,  Augusta ; Chas.  E. 
Dunn,  Houlton ; W.  J.  Knowlton,  Esq.,  Portland;  Dr.  John  C.  Stewart,  York 
Village;  Rev.  I.  B.  Mower,  D.D.,  Waterville;  A.  T.  Laughlin,  Portland; 
Rev.  D.  N.  Beach,  D.D.,  Bangor;  Rev.  W.  R.  Wood,  Augusta;  Rev.  A.  S. 
Phelps,  D.D.,  Rev.  W.  F.  Berry,  D.D.,  A.  A.  Heald  and  R.  W.  Dunn,  Water- 
ville; Walter  A.  Danforth,  Bangor;  Willard  S.  Bass,  Wilton. 

STATE  SUPERINTENDENT— Rev.  Wilbur  F.  Berry,  D.D.,  309  Sav- 
ings Bank  Block,  Waterville. 


The  Maryland  Anti-Saloon  League. — State  Headquarters,  Suite  800 
Equitable  Bldg.,  Baltimore.  PRESIDENT — Rev.  J.  F.  Heisse,  D.D.,  1409 
W.  Lombard  St.,  Baltimore.  VICE  PRESIDENTS — Rev.  Henry  Branch, 
3302  Clifton  Ave.,  Baltimore,  and  Mrs.  Sarah  Miller,  Ashton.  TREASURER 
— Mr.  H.  S.  Dulaney,  517  W.  Lombard  St.,  Baltimore. 

HEADQUARTERS  COMMITTEE— Rev.  J.  F.  Heisse,  D.D.,  1409  W. 
Lombard  St.,  Baltimore;  Mr.  H.  S.  Dulaney,  517  W.  Lombard  St.,  Baltimore; 
Mr.  Daniel  Baker,  524  Equitable  Bldg.,  Baltimore;  Mr.  William  F.  Cochran, 
1531  Munsey  Bldg.,  Baltimore;  Rev.  P.  A.  Heilman,  D.D.,  1605  McCulloh  St., 
Baltimore;  Rev.  T.  J.  Lambert,  1605  Harmel  Ave.,  Baltimore;  Mr.  Isaac  S. 
Field,  Manufactures  Record  Bldg.,  Baltimore. 

STATE  SUPERINTENDENT— George  W.  Crab'be,  800  Equitable  Bldg., 
Baltimore. 

ASISTANT  STATE  SUPERINTENDENT— Rev.  Charles  M.  Levister, 
800  Equitable  Bldg.,  Baltimore. 

ATTORNEY— J.  Bibb  Mills,  800  Equitable  Bldg.,  Baltimore. 
DISTRICT  SUPERINTENDENT— (Peninsula  District,  including  Dela- 
ware and  Eastern  Shore  counties  of  Maryland)  Rev.  E.  C.  Prettyman,  618 
Ford  Bldg.,  Wilmington,  Del. 


The  Massachusets  Anti-Saloon  League. — State  Headquarters,  344  Tre- 
mont  Bldg.,  Boston.  PRESIDENT — Hon.  Frederick  Fosdick,  Fitchburg. 

VICE  PRESIDENT— Delcevare  King,  Quincy.  SECRETARY  — William 
Horton  Foster,  Boston.  TREASURER — Theodore  H.  Raymond,  Cambridge. 

HEADQUARTERS  COMMITTEE  — Hon.  Frederick  Fosdick,  Fitch- 
burg; Delcevare  King,  Quincy;  William  Horton  Foster,  Boston;  Webster  A. 
Chandler,  Boston;  George  W.  Alden,  Brockton;  Hon.  Charles  N.  Atwood, 
Middleboro;  Rev.  Howard  Key  Bartow,  Cohasset ; Roy  N.  Berry,  Athol; 
Charles  A.  Bliss,  Newburyport;  C.  O.  Blood,  Lynn;  Joseph  S.  Crehore, 
Peabody;  Allan  C.  Emery,  Weymouth;  Philip  Emerson,  Lynn;  George  B. 
Gallup,  Boston;  Rev.  O.  P.  Gifford,  D.D.,  Brookline;  Prof.  G«rham  W. 
Harris,  Brighton;  Harry  W.  Jeffers,  Chelsea;  Charles  A.  Jenney,  Brockton; 
Benjamin  F.  Kimball,  Woburn;  James  E.  Lewis,  Chelsea;  Charles  Mc- 
Kernon,  Pittsfield;  Lemuel  H.  Murlin,  Ph.D.,  Boston;  Hon.  Daniel  A.  Poling, 
Boston;  Arthur  W.  Robinson,  Natick;  Francis  A.  Rugg,  Greenfield;  Rev. 
William  Harman  van  Allen,  S.T.D.,  Boston;  Edward  G.  Watkins,  Gardner; 
Hon.  Willard  O.  Wylie,  Beverl.y. 

STATE  SUPERINTENDENT— Mr.  Arthur  J.  Davis,  344  Tremont  Bldg., 
ASSISTANT  STATE  SUPERINTENDENT— Fred  H.  Lawton,  344 
Tremont  Bldg.,  Boston. 

SECRETARY  NO-LICENSE  DEPARTMENT— Robert  H.  Magwood, 
323  Tremont  Bldg.,  Boston. 

ATTORNEY — Webster  A.  Chandler,  344  Tremont  Bldg.,  Boston. 


The  Michigan  Anti-Saloon  League — State  Headquarters,  418  Tussing 
Bldg.,  Lansing.  PRESIDENT— R.  H.  Scott,  Lansing.  VICE  PRESIDENT 
— Rev.  J.  A.  Vance,  21  Edmund  Place,  Detroit.  SECRETARY — Rev.  H.  C. 
Wilson,  200,  S.  Chestnut,  Lansing.  TREASURER — E.  O.  Izant,  Oakland 
Bldg.,  Lansing. 

HEADQUARTERS  COMMITTEE— R.  H.  Scott,  Lansing;  Rev.  J.  A. 
Vance,  Detroit ; Rev.  H.  C.  Wilson,  Lansing:  E.  O.  Izant,  Lansing;  L.  E. 
Stewart,  Battle  Creek;  John  E.  Carr,  Adrian:  Rev.  J.  G.  Haller,  Lapeer. 

STATE  SUPERINTENDENT— Grant  M.  Hudson,  418  Tussing  Bldg., 
Lansing. 

DISTRICT  SUPERINTENDENTS  — S.  A.  Dean,  708  Kresge  Bldg., 
Detroit;  W.  V.  Waltman,  304  Y.  M.  C.  A.  Bldg.,  Grand  Rapids;  A.  C. 
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Graham,  922  Cass  St.,  Saginaw;  Matt  Mullen,  320  Franklin  St.,  Traverse  City: 
H.  H.  Rood,  418  Tussing  Bldg.,  Lansing;  Rev.  E.  V.  Claypool,  317  E.  Hewitt 
Ave.,  Marquette. 

ATTORNEY — Edwin  Rawden,  418  .Tussing  Bldg.,  Lansing. 


The  Minnesota  Anti-Saloon  League. — State  Headquarters,  311  Nicollet 
Ave.,  Minneapolis.  PRESIDENT— Rev.  S.  M.  Dick,  D.D.,  2215  Bryant 
Ave.,  S.,  Minneapolis.  VICE  PRESIDENTS— Rev.  J.  J.  Daniels,  215  21st 
Ave.,  W.,  Duluth;  Rev.  L.  A.  Johnston,  540  Olive  St.,  St.  Paul;  Rev.  Frank 
Doran,  1457  Blair  St.,  St.  Paul;  C.  P.  Grimsrud,  426  Third  St.,  S.,  Min- 
neapolis. SECRETARY— B.  H.  Bowler,  501  Loan  & Trust  Bldg.,  Min- 
neapolis. TREASURER — C.  N.  Chadbourn,  825  Palace  Bldg.,  Minneapolis. 

HEADQUARTERS  COMMITTEE— S.  M.  Dick,  D.D.,  2215  Bryant 
Ave.,  S.,  Minneapolis;  Rev.  J.  J.  Daniels,  215  21st  Ave.,  W.,  Duluth;  Rev.  L. 
A.  Johnston,  540  Olive  St.,  St.  Paul;  Rev.  Frank  Doran,  1457  Blair  St.,  St. 
Paul;  C.  P.  Grimsrud,  426  Third  St.,  S.,  Minneapolis;  Rev.  J.  P.  Miller, 
Wayzata;  Prof.  Frank  Nelson,  Minnesota  College,  Minneapolis;  W.  B.  Morris, 
N.  W.  Knitting  Mills,  Minneapolis;  T.  H.  Colwell,  314  Nicpllet  Ave.,  Min- 
neapolis; B.  H.  Bowler,  501  Loan  & Trust  Bldg.,  Minneapolis;  C.  H.  Chad- 
bourn,  825  Palace  Bldg.,  Minneapolis. 

STATE  SUPERINTENDENT— Rev.  Geo.  B.  Safford,  Ph.D.,  D.  D., 
311  Nicollet  Ave.,  Minneapolis. 

SUPERINTENDENT  OF  APPOINTMENTS— H.  R.  Cobb,  311  Nicol- 
let Ave.,  Minneapolis. 

ATTORNEY — W.  I.  Norton,  311  Nicollet  Ave.,  Minneapolis. 

FIELD  AGENTS— J.  G.  Steenson,  H.  N.  Hansen,  David  Ostlund,  W. 
H.  Miller,  W.  C.  A.  Wallar. 


The  Mississippi  Anti-Saloon  League — State  Headquarters,  201  Capitol 
National  Bank  Bldg.,  Jackson.  PRESIDENT — Captain  W.  T.  Ratliff,  LL.D., 
Raymond.  VICE  PRESIDENT— W.  C.  Wells,  Jackson.  SECRETARY— 
W.  M.  Bouie,  Jackson.  HEADQUARTERS  COMMITTEE— W.  T.  Ratliff, 
W.  M.  Bouie,  S.  J.  Taylor,  I.  C.  Enochs,  T.  B.  Lampton,  T.  M.  Hederman, 
W.  C.  Wells. 

STATE  SUPERINTENDENT— Rev.  T.  J.  Bailey,  D.D. 

MEMBERS  BOARD  OF  DIRECTORS  OF  THE  NATIONAL 
LEAGUE— Captain  W.  T.  Ratliff,  Rev.  T.  J.  Bailey,  D.D. ; Rev.  J.  M. 
Moorse. 


Missouri  Anti-Saloon  League.  — State  Headquarters,  1129  Syndicate 
cate  Trust  Bldg.,  St.  Louis.  PRESIDENT  Christian  Bernett,  St.  Louis. 
FIRST  VICE  PRESIDENT— W.  T.  Wright,  Carthage.  SECOND  VICE 
PRESIDENT— C.  C.  Carson,  Jefferson  City.  THIRD  VICE  PRESIDENT 
— Judge  Kirkpatrick,  Kansas  City.  FOURTH  VICE  PRESIDENT — C.  P. 
Baity,  Kansas  City.  FIFTH  VICE  PRESIDENT— R.  R.  Fleet,  Liberty. 
SIXTH  VICE  PRESIDENT— Albert  Fairbanks,  St.  Louis.  TREASURER 
— Emanuel  Stover,  St.  Louis. 

BOARD  OF  TRUSTEES— Above  Officers. 

HEADQUARi  ERS  COMMITTEE— Chairman,  C.  Bernet,  A.  V.  Lash- 
ley,  Rev.  L.  W.  McCreary,  D.D. ; Rev.  W.  R.  King;  Rev.  J.  H.  Moorehead, 
D.D.;  Rev.  F.  C.  Gonzales,  W.  H.  Stubblefield. 

STATE  SUPERINTENDENT— Rev.  W.  C.  Shupp,  1130  Syndicate 
Trust  Bldg.,  St.  Louis. 

DISTRICT  SUPERINTENDENTS— Rev.  H.  D.  Thompson,  La  Belle; 
Rev.  A.  M.  Livingston,  Springfield ; Rev.  G.  E.  Bertch,  Kansas  City,  Mo. ; 
Rev.  W.  S.  Foreman,  St.  Louis;  Rev.  W.  G.  Beasley,  St.  Joseph. 

LEGISLATIVE  AND  ORGANIZATION  DEPT.— Rev.  H.  D.  Thompson, 
La  Belle. 

NATIONAL  BOARD  OF  DIRECTORS— C.  C.  Carson,  Jefferson  City; 
Rev.  W.  C.  Shupp,  St.  Louis ; Rev.  J.  T.  Bacon,  Springfield ; Rev.  S.  E.  Ewing, 
St.  Louis. 


The  Montana  Anti-Saloon  League. — State  Headquarters,  213  Stapleton 
Block,  Billings.  PRESIDENT — Hon.  George  M.  Miles,  Miles  City.  SEC- 
RETARY— Rev.  R.  C.  Edgington,  Helena.  TREASURER — William  Lutey, 
Butte. 
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STATE  SUPERINTENDENT— Rev.  Joseph  Pope,  213  Stapleton  Block, 
Billings. 

HEADQUARTERS  COMMITTEE— E.  D.  Elderkin,  Butte;  Thomas  J. 
Davis,  Butte;  John  J.  McBaron,  Butte;  Rev.  T.  C.  Brockway,  Butte;  Rev. 
G.  D.  Wolfe,  Butte;  Rev.  E.  J.  Groeneveld,  Butte. 

EXECUTIVE  COMMITTEE— O.  J.  Thomas,  Billings;  Judge  J.  E.  Pat- 
terson,  Missoula;  Rev.  J.  Clifford  Cress,  Lewistown ; Rev.  Jesse  Lacklen, 
Anaconda;  D.  R.  McRae,  Anaconda;  Rev.  L.  D.  Hooker,  Helena;  Mrs.  W. 
E.  Currah,  Butte;  Rev.  J.  N.  MacLean,  Missoula;  H.  A.  Templeton,  Great 
Falls;  Hon.  D.  W.  Slayton,  Lavina ; Rev.  H.  G.  Humphrey,  Dillon. 

AUDITING  COMMITTEE  — O.  J.  Thomas,  Billings;  Rev.  George 
Mecklenberg,  Billings;  Rev.  Walter  H.  North,  Billings. 


The  Nebraska  Anti-Saloon  League — State  Headquarters,  403  Fraternity 
Bldg.,  Lincoln.  PRESIDENT— S.  K.  Warrick,  Scotts  Bluff.  TREASURER 
— H.  J.  Grove.  SECRETARY— E.  G.  Knock. 

HEADQUARTERS  COMMITTEE— S.  K.  Warrick,  Scotts  Bluff;  H.  J. 
Grove,  E.  G.  Knock,  Nathaniel  McGifffn. 

STATE  SUPERINTENDENT— Mr.  H.  F.  Carson,  403  Fraternity  Bldg., 
Lincoln. 


New  Hampshire  Anti-Saloon  League.  — State  Headquarters,  Concord. 
PRESIDENT— (To  be  selected).  VICE  PRESIDENTS— Rev.  J.  H.  Nich- 
ols, Derry ; Col.  Richard  Goodell,  Antrim ; Rev.  D.  C.  Babcock,  Claremont. 
SECRETARY— Rev.  R.  H.  Huse,  Concord.  SUPERINTENDENT  AND 
TREASURER— Rev.  J.  H.  Robbing  Concord.  AUDITOR— Mr.  Charles  T. 
Page,  Concord. 

HEADQUARTERS  COMMITTEE— Rev.  Roger  F.  Etz,  Concord;  Rev. 
Thomas  H.  Stacey,  Concord;  Rev.  W.  C.  Myers,  Concord;  Rev.  E.  A.  Tuck, 
Concord;  Rev.  George  H.  Reed,  Concord;  Rev.  Archibald  Black,  Concord; 
Rev.  C.  L.  Corliss,  Concord;  Rev.  J.  H.  Bliss,  E.  Concord;  Rev.  W.  L.  Mut- 
tart,  W.  Concord ; Mr.  H.  A.  Kendall,  Concord ; Mr.  W.  S.  Baker,  Concord ; 
Mr.  Charles  T.  Page,  Concord ; Mr.  C.  C.  Schoolcraft,  Concord ; Mr.  T.  E. 
Lull,  Concord. 

FINANCE  AND  PUBLICITY  COMMITTEE— Hon.  C.  E.  Clough, 
Lebanon;  Mr.  C.  T.  Page,  Concord;  Judge  O.  A.  Towne,  Franklin. 

BOARD  OF  TRUSTEES — The  Officers,  Committees  and  the  following: 
Hon.  C.  W.  Abbott,  Derry;  Rev.  E.  T.  Blake,  Meredith;  Rev.  G.  W.  Buzzell. 
Nashua;  M.  D.  Cobleigh,  Esq.,  Nashua;  Rev.  T.  E.  Cramer,  Manchester; 
Hon.  A.  T.  Cass,  Tilton;  Hon.  G.  H.  Duncan,  E.  Jaffrey;  Rev.  J.  M.  Durrell, 
D.D.,  Tilton;  Mrs.  S.  G.  Fletcher,  Manchester;  Rev.  W.  H.  Getchell,  Pitts- 
field; Mr.  C.  G.  Hamlin,  Gorham;  Col.  J.  H.  Henry,  Lincoln;  Rev.  D.  S. 
Jenks,  Franklin;  Harry  F.  Lake,  Esq.,  Concord;  Rev.  J.  S.  Lewis,  Amherst; 
Rev.  S.  H.  McCollister,  Marlboro;  Rev.  H.  C.  McDougall,  Franklin;  H.  H. 
Metcalf,  Esq.,  Concord ; Hon.  L.  H.  Pillsbury,  Derry ; Mrs.  Ellen  R.  Rich- 
ardson, Concord;  Mr.  C.  B.  Ross,  Lebanon;  Rev.  William  Ramsden,  New- 
Market;  Rev.  O.  C.  Sargent,  Concord;  Rev.  T.  H.  Scammon,  Wolfeboro; 
Hon.  C.  W.  Tobey,  Temple;  Hon.  George  A.  Worcester,  Milford. 


The  Nevada  Anti-Saloon  League. — State  Headquarters,  101  State  St.,  Reno. 
STATE  SUPERINTENDENT— Rev.  E.  F.  Jones,  101  State  St.,  Reno. 
HEADQUARTERS  COMMITTEE— Rev.  W.  K.  Howe,  Rev.  G.  N.  Gard- 
ner, Rev.  E.  A.  Rallmer,  Bishop  Geo.  C.  Hunting,  Rev.  W.  H.  D.  Hornary. 


Anti-Saloon  League  of  New  Jersey. — State  Headquarters,  1005-10,  207 
Market  St.,  Newark.  PRESIDENT— Rev.  Ralph  B.  Urmy,  Newark.  VICE 
PRESIDENT  — Fillmore  Condff,  Essex  Falls.  TREASURER  — William 
Cairns,  Newark.  SECRETARY — Clarence  H.  Heddon,  Newark. 

HEADQUARTERS  COMMITTEE — The  four  officers  and  Samuel  Sloan, 
Newark;  Elwood  Hollingshead,  Moorestown ; Rev.  D.  DeForest  Burrell,  South 
Orange ; . Rev.  Minot  C.  Morgan,  Summit ; Rev.  George  G.  Hollingshead, 
Jersey  City;  Stephen  S.  Day,  Morristown;  Wilbur  B.  Driver,  East  Orange; 
G.  H.  Strobell,  Newark;  J.  E.  Van  Dyke,  East  Orange;  James  K.  Shields. 

STATE  SUPERINTENDENT— Rev.  James  K.  Shields.  . 

ASSISTANT  STATE  SUPERINTENDENT— Samuel  Wilson. 
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ATTORNEY  AND  DIRECTOR  OF  LEGISLATION— G.  Rowland 
Munroe.  \ 

FIELD  SECRETARIES — Marna  S.  Poulson,  Rev.  O.  Bell  Close  and 
C.  O.  Dunaway. 

ASSISTANT  TREASURER— Harvey  MacCauley. 

SECRETARY  DEPARTMENT  OF  PUBLIC  MEETINGS— Rev.  C.  H. 
Rockey. 

DISTRICT  SUPERINTENDENTS  — Central  District,  Thomas  Lloyd 
Lewis,  Ocean  Grove;  Northern  District,  Julian  Zelchenko,  Paterson. 

MEMBERS  OF  THE  BOARD  OF  DIRECTORS  OF  THE  ANTI- 
SALOON LEAGUE  OF  AMERICA— James  K.  Shields,  Elwood  Hollings- 
head,  William  Cairns  and  Samuel  Wilson. 


The  New  Mexico  Anti-Saloon  League. — State  Headquarters,  Rooms  15 
and  16  First  National  Bank  Bldg.,  Albuquerque. 

BOARD  OF  TRUSTEES — Randolph  Cook,  Chairman;  Edward  P.  Schue- 
ler,  Claude  E.  Nicholson,  S.  Alonzo  Bright,  E.  B.  Atwood,  W.  B.  Winder,  L. 
P.  Tirre,  R.  B.  Colby,  Moise  Bergman,  A.  C.  Heyman.  EXECUTIVE  COM- 
MITTEE— A.  Toothaker,  Chairman;  Edward  P.  Schueler,  Hugh  Cooper,  C. 
O.  Beckman,  J.  C.  Jones,  C.  I.  Taylor,  Randolph  Cook.  SECRETARY — Ed- 
ward P.  Schueler.  TREASURER — Claude  E.  Nicholson. 

STATE  SUPERINTENDENT— Roswell  E.  Farley,  Albuquerque. 


The  Anti-Saloon  League  of  New  York. — State  Headquarters,  Suite  1219, 
Presbyterian  Bldg.,  156  Fifth  Ave.,  New  York  City. 

BOARD  OF  DIRECTORS— Rev.  David  James  Burrell,  D.D.,  1 W 29th 
St.,  New  York  City,  State  President;  Mr.  Truman  H.  Baldwin,  41  Park  Row, 
New  York  City,  1st  Vice  President;  Mr.  Charles  W.  Dietrich,  55  Hanson 
Place,  Brooklyn,  Secretary;  Rev.  James  V.  Chalmers,  New  York  City;  Rev. 
William  H.  Morgan,  D.D.,  New  York  City;  Rev.  George  Caleb  Moore,  D.D., 
Brooklyn;  Rev.  W.  W.  T.  Duncan,  D.D.,  Brooklyn;  Rev.  William  C. 
Spicer,  D.D.,  Gloversville ; Rev.  J.  B.  Sweet,  D.D.,  Binghamton;  Dr.  F.  R. 
Calkins,  Watertown;  Rev.  Alexander  McKinlay,  Troy. 

STATE  SUPERINTENDENT— Mr.  William  H.  Anderson,  156  Fifth 
Ave.,  New  York  City.  ASSISTANT  STATE  SUPERINTENDENT— Rev. 
Cyrus  P.  Keen,  same  address.  ASSISTANT  TO  THE  STATE  SUPERIN- 
TENDENT—John  L.  Warner.  ATTORNEY— Abner  B.  Brown,  119  State 
St.,  Albany  (home  address,  Watertown).  STATE  EDITOR — Rev.  Rollin  O. 
Everhart,  156  Fifth  Ave.,  New  York  City. 

DISTRICT  SUPERINTENDENTS  — Metropolitan,  Rev.  Samuel  L. 
Hamilton,  Supt. ; Rev.  Max  W.  Beyer,  Assistant  Supt.  156,  Fifth  Ave,  New 
York  City.  Capital,  Rev.  Fred  J.  Tower,  Supt.  ; Rev.  W.  H.  Stubblebine, 
Ph.D.,  Asst.  Supt.,  119  State  St.,  Albany.  Central.  Rev.  L.  P.  Tucker,  D.D., 
Supt.;  Rev.  F.  J.  Niles,  Asst.  Supt.,  636  University  Block,  Syracuse;  West- 
ern, Rev.  Andrew  B.  Wood,  Supt.;  Rev.  E.  E'.  Barker,  Asst.  Supt.,  1218 
Granite  Bldg.,  Rochester,  and  Rev.  A.  J.  Williamson,  Assoc.  Supt.,  23  Social 
Service  Bldg.,  Buffalo. 

FIELD  SECRETARY— Rev.  F.  D.  Blakeslee,  D.D.,  60  Schubert  St., 
Binghamton. 

SPECIAL  REPRESENTATIVE— J.  G.  Terry,  156  Fifth  Ave.,  New  York. 
MEMBERS  NATIONAL  BOARD  OF  DIRECTORS— Mr.  William  H. 
Anderson,  156  Fifth  Ave.,  New  York  City;  Rev.  R.  O.  Everhart,  156  Fifth 
Ave.,  New  York  City;  Rev.  Cyrus  P.  Keen,  156  Fifth  Ave.,  New  York  City; 
Rev.  Frederick  W.  Palmer,  D.D.,  Auburn,  New  York;  Dr.  F.  R.  Calkins, 
Watertown,  New  York. 


The  North  Carolina  Anti-Saloon  League. — State  Headquarters,  Raleigh. 
PRESIDENT— Dr.  William  Louis  Poteat,  Wake  Forest.  VICE  PRESI- 
DENTS— C.  G.  Morris,  Washington;  Garland  Midgett,  Jackson;  A.  D.  Ward, 
New  Bern;  T.  T.  Hicks,  Henderson;  R.  O.  Everett,  Durham;  W.  A.  McGirt, 
Wilmington;  Dred  Peacock,  High  Point;  J.  A.  Hartness,  Statesville;  J.  A. 
Durham,  Charlotte;  Julius  C.  Martin,  Asheville.  SECRETARY — Dr.  L.  E. 
M.  Freeman,  Raleigh.  AUDITOR — N.  C.  Hines,  Cary. 
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HEADQUARTERS  COMMITTEE— Dr.  William  Louis  Poteat,  Wake 
Forest;  W.  T.  Shaw,  Weldon;  F.  B.  McKinne,  Louisburg;  M.  L.  Shipman, 
Hendersonville;  Rev.  L.  S.  Massey;  Rev.  J.  S.  Farmer,  Raleigh. 

STATE  SUPERINTENDENT— Rev.  R.  L.  Davis,  Raleigh. 

FIELD  SECRETARY— Rev.  R.  L.  Gay. 


The  North  Dakota  Enforcement  League — State  Headquarters,  Bismarck. 
PRESIDENT— R.  B.  Griffith,  Grand  Fork.  VICE  PRESIDENT— J.  P. 
Jackson,  Bismarck.  SECRETARY — C.  A.  Macnamara,  Fargo.  TREAS- 

URER—R.  M.  Pollock,  Fargo. 

STATE  SUPERINTENDENT  — Rev.  F.  L.  Watkins.  ASSISTANT 
STATE  SUPERINTENDENT— Rev.  C.  W.  Finwall. 

EXECUTIVE  COMMITTEE— R.  B.  Griffith,  Grand  Forks;  R.  M.  Pol- 
lock, Fargo;  C.  A.  Macnamara,  Sheldon;  Mrs.  Elizabeth  Preston  Anderson, 
Fargo;  Frank  Lynch,  Casselton ; T.  E.  Tufte,  Northwood ; J.  O.  Severson, 
Churchs  Ferry;  J.  P.  Jackson,  Bismarck;  Fred  P.  Mann,  Devils  Lake;  Peter 
Myrvols,  Grand  Forks;  George  E.  Wallace,  Bismarck;  Thomas  Frosted,  Fort 
Yates.  * 


The  Ohio  Anti-Saloon  League. — State  Headquarters,  Suite  310,  175  S. 
High  St.,  Columbus.  PRESIDENT — Dr.  J.  Knox  Montgomery,  New  Con- 
cord. VICE  PRESIDENT— George  D.  Selby,  Portsmouth.  TREASURER— 
C.  L.  Dickey,  Columbus. 

HEADQUARTERS  COMMITTEE— Rev.  A.  M.  Courtenay,  D.  D., 
Columbus ; C.  L.  Dickey,  Columbus ; H.  J.  Maynard,  Columbus ; Rev.  W.  A. 
Warren,  Columbus;  D.  W.  Teachout,  331  Prospect,  Cleveland. 

STATE  SUPERINTENDENT— T.  A.  White,  Suite  310,  175  S.  High 
St.,  Columbus.  ACTING  ASSISTANT  STATE  SUPERINTENDENT— Rev. 
W.  E'.  Fetch,  Suite  310,  175  S.  High  St.,  Columbus. 

ATTORNEYS— J.  A.  White,  Suite  310,  175  S.  High  St.,  Columbus; 
Charles  M.  Earhart,  516  The  Arcade,  Cleveland. 

EDITOR — F.  L.  Dustman,  Suite  310,  173  S.  High  St.,  Columbus. 
DISTRICT  SUPERINTENDENTS— Rev.  T.  S.  Rutledge,  516  The 
Arcade,  Cleveland;  S.  A.  Probst,  42  Cambridge  Bldg.,  Cincinnati;  Rev.  C.  F. 
Wiseman,  515  Daily  News  Bldg.,  Canton;  Rev.  J.  Sanford,  713  Nasby  Bldg., 
Toledo;  Rev.  J.  W.  Miles,  502  U.  B.  Bldg.,  Dayton;.  Rev.  W.  S.  Harpster,  19 
Bank  Bldg.,  Athens;  Rev.  E.  H.  Curtis,  Cardington. 

ASSISTANT  DISTRICT  SUPERINTENDENTS  AND  FIELD  WORK- 
ERS— Rev.  James  G.  Miller  42  Cambridge  Bldg.,  Cincinnati;  Rev.  James  A. 
Rutledge,  1011  Auburn  Place,  Canton;  V.  A.  Screiher,  713  Nasby  Bldg.,  Toledo. 

SAFETY  AND  EFFICIENCY  DEPARTMENT— Mrs.  Lilian  Burt,  Di- 
rector; Suite  310,  175  S.  High  St.,  Columbus;  Rev.  C.  W.  Eldredge,  Suite  310, 
175  S.  High  St.,  Columbus. 

LEGISLATIVE  DEPARTMENT— George  E.  Fisher,  Supt.,  State  Office; 
P.  C.  Gilbert,  Assistant  Supt.,  State  Office. 


The  Oklahoma  Anti-Saloon  League. — State  Headquarters,  202  Oklahoman 
Bldg.,  Oklahoma  City.  PRESIDENT— C.  L.  Stealey,  Oklahoma  City.  VICE 
PRESIDENT— Capt.  A.  S.  McKennon,  McAlester.  SECRETARY— Rev. 

Marion  Porter,  Ponca  City.  TREASURER — Rev.  J.  E.  Disch,  Nowata. 

HEADQUARTERS  COMMITTEE— C.  L.  Stealey,  Oklahoma  City; 
Rev.  H.  H.  Hulten,  Oklahoma  City ; Rev.  W.  H.  B.  UrOh,  Oklahoma  City : 
Rev.  I.  Frank  Roach,  Oklahoma  City;  Rev.  Frank  Barrett,  Oklahoma  City; 
Rev.  A.  R.  Spicer,  Oklahoma  Citv. 

STATE  SUPERINTENDENT— Hon.  H.  T.  Lauglibaum,  Oklahoma  City. 
ATTORNEY — Hon.  H.  T.  Laughbaum,  Oklahoma  City. 

FIELD  SECRETARY— Rev.  H.  E.  Swan. 


The  Oregon  Anti-Saloon  League. — State  Headquarters.  611  Stock  Ex- 
change Bldg..  Portland.  PRESIDENT— Hon.  E.  A.  Baker,  630  N.  W. 
Bank  Bldg.,  Portland.  SECRETARY — Rev.  A.  C.  Moses,  1055  Clinton  St., 
Portland.  TREASURER — Mr.  E.  Ouackenbush,  R.  D.  No.  1,  Sherwood. 

HEADQUARTERS  COMMITTEE— Hon.  E.  A.  Baker,  630  N.  W. 
Bank  Bldg.,  Portland;  Rev.  John  H.  Boyd,  454  Adler  St.,  Portland;  Bishop 
M.  S.  Hughes,  406  E.  2'4th  St,,  Portland ; Rev.  T.  W.  Lane,  644  E.  An- 
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keny  St.,  Portland;  Rev.  A.  C.  Moses,  1055  Clinton  St.,  Portland;  Mr.  E. 
Quackenbush,  R.  D.  No.  1,  Sherwood;  Rev.  Joshua  Stansfield,  221  11th  St., 
Portland;  Hon.  A.  L.  Veazie,  612  Corbett  Bldg.,  Portland;  Mr.  J.  T.  Wilson, 
173  2nd  St.,  Portland;  Mr.  William  F.  Woodward,  Woodlark  Bldg.,  Portland. 
STATE  SUPERINTENDENT- 

FIELD  SECRETARY  AND  ATTORNEY— Mr.  B.  N.  Hicks,  611  Stock 
Exchange  Bldg.,  Portland. 


The  Pennsylvania  Anti-Saloon  League. — State  Headquarters,  1014  Stock 
Exchange  Bldg.,  Philadelphia. 

SUPERINTENDENT— Rev.  C.  F.  Swift,  1014  Stock  Exchange  Bldg., 
Philadelphia. 

DISTRICT  SUPERINTENDENTS— Revs.  Homer  W.  Tope,  1026  Stock 
Exchange  Bldg.,  Philadelphia;  F.  F.  Holsopple,  304  Telegraph  Bldg.,  Har- 
risburg; C.  H.  Brandt,  45  Altoona  Trust  Bldg.,  Altoona;  J.  F.  Hartman,  308 
Commerce  Bldg.,  Erie;  B.  L.  Scott,  505  Publication  Bldg.,  Pittsburgh;  J. 
Mitchell  Bennetts,  409  Bennett  Bldg.,  Wilkesbarre. 

ASSISTANT  DISTRICT  SUPERINTENDENTS— Revs.  J.  C.  Car- 
penter, Pittsburgh,  and  D.  P.  French,  Erie. 

ATTORNEY — J.  Day  Brownlee,  Jr.,  1014  Stock  Exchange  Bldg.,  Phila- 
delphia. 

BOARD  OF  TRUSTEES — President,  Rev.  C.  C.  Hays,  Johnstown ; Vice 
Presidents,  W.  M.  Gordon,  Philadelphia,  and  Charles  L.  Huston,  Coatesville ; 
Secretary,  President  J.  H.  Morgan,  Carlisle;  Treasurer,  Samuel  L.  Hayes, 
Philadelphia. 

HEADQUARTERS  COMMITTEE— Rev.  John  Watcliorn,  Philadelphia, 
Chairman;  Allan  Sutherland,  Philadelphia,  Secretary;  Bishop  W.  M.  Stan- 
ford and  Rev.  J.  B.  Markward,  Harrisburg;  President  J.  H.  Morgan,  Carlisle; 
Revs.  R.  A.  Hutchinson  and  W.  E.  McCulloch,  Pittsburgh ; Rev.  Groves  W. 
Drew,  Philadelphia;  J.  H.  Brandt  and  Rev.  Dwight  C.  Hanna,  Philadelphia; 
E.  F.  Weaver,  Harrisburg;  J.  W.  Vickerman,  Bellevue;  George  Rankin, 
Wilkinsburg ; Charles  W.  Masland,  Philadelphia. 


The  Rhode  Island  Anti-Saloon  League. — State  Headquarters,  65  Stein- 
ert  Bldg.,  Providence.  PRESIDENT — Nathan  W.  Littlefield,  Providence. 
VICE  PRESIDENTS  — Rev.  John  Stewart,  Providence;  Rev.  J.  Francis 
Cooper,  Providence;  Rev.  ,W.  B.  Barr,  Pawtucket;  Rev.  E.  R.  Evans,  Paw- 
tucket. SECRETARY— Rev.  A.  S.  Woodworth,  Providence.  TREASURER 
— William  T.  Green,  65  Steinert  Bldg.,  Providence. 

HEADQUARTERS  COMMITTEE  — Rev.  W.  O.  Keirstead,  Rev.  J. 
Francis  Cooper,  Rev.  L.  L.  Daniel,  D.  C.  Goff,  Rev.  F.  W.  Lindstrom,  Rev. 
J.  D.  Dingwell,  Rev.  E.  R.  Evans. 

STATE  SUPERINTENDENT— Rev.  Edwin  Simpson,  65  Steinert  Bldg., 
Providence. 


The  South  Carolina  Anti-Saloon  League. — State  Headquarters,  22  Caro- 
lina National  Bank  Bldg.,  Columbia.  PRESIDENT — Hon.  R.  O.  Purdy, 
Sumpter.  VICE  PRESIDENTS — Rev.  J.  S.  Moffett,  Due  West;  Rev.  K.  G. 
Finley,  Columbia;  J.  J.  Lawton,  Hartsville ; A.  Mason  DuPre,  Columbia. 

HEADQUARTERS  COMMITTEE— Rev.  C.  E.  Burts,  F.  H.  Hyatt,  F. 
F.  Whilden,  Rev.  K.  G.  Finley,  L.  S.  Trotti,  Dr.  W.  R.  Barron,  W.  B.  De- 
Loach,  C.  P.  Wray. 

TREASURER — L.  L.  Hardin,  Bank  of  Columbia. 

STATE  SUPERINTENDENT  — J.  K.  Breedin,  22  Carolina  National 
Bank  Bldg.,  Columbia. 

TRUSTEES — C.  E.  Graham,  Greenville;  Rev.  Z.  T.  Cody,  Greenville;  R. 
F.  Bryant,  Orangeburg;  Bright  Williamson,  Darlington:  J.  L.  Mims,  Edge- 
field;  C.  B.  Bobo,  Laurens;  Rev.  P.  B.  Wells,  Rock  Hill;  George  H.  Bates, 
Barnwell ; J.  K.  Breedin,  Columbia ; J.  G.  Anderson,  Rock  Hill ; W.  H.  KeitV 
Timmonsville. 


The  South  Dakota  Anti-Saloon  League. — State  Headquarters,  424-426 
Western  National  Bank,  Mitchell.  PRESIDENT — Rev.  J.  S.  Hoagland,  D.D., 
Mitchell.  VICE  PRESIDENT— Mr.  H.  E.  Dawes,  Fulton.  SECRETARY— 
Rev.  J.  E.  Booth,  Ramona.  TREASURER— Mr.  L.  S.  Vickers,  Mitchell. 
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STATE  SUPERINTENDENT— Rev.  R.  N.  Holsaple,  424-426  W.  Na- 
tional Bank  Bldg.,  Mitchell. 

ASSISTANT  SUPERINTENDENT— Rev.  D.  P.  French,  State  Office. 
GENERAL  SECRETARY  — Laura  Lindley.  ATTORNEY  — Lauritz 
Miller,  323  Western  Natl.  Bank  Bldg.,  Mitchell. 

HEADQUARTERS  COMMITTEE— Rev.  J.  S.  Hoagland,  D.D.,  Mitchell; 
H.  E.  Dawes,  Fulton;  Rev.  J.  E.  Booth,  Ramona;  L.  S.  Vickers,  Mitchell; 
Rev.  H.  P.  Carson,  D.D.,  Huron;  Rev.  A.  C.  McCauley,  Bridgewater;  Rev. 
P.  O.  Bunt,  Aberdeen. 


The  Tennessee  Anti-Saloon  League. — State  Headquarters,  628-630  Stahl- 
man  Bldg.,  Nashville.  PRESIDENT— H.  B.  Carre,  B.  D.,  Ph.D.,  Nashville. 
VICE  PRESIDENTS— Rev.  W.  B.  Ricks,  Columbia;  Rev.  A.  U.  Boone, 
Memphis.  SECRETARY  AND  TREASURER— John  T.  Benson. 

STATE  SUPERINTENDENT— Rev.  J.  D.  McAlister,  628-630  Stahlman 
Bldg.,  Nashville. 

DISTRICT  SUPERINTENDENTS— West  Tennessee,  Rev.  G.  M.  Ham- 
mond, Ruskin;  East  Tennessee,  Judge  W.  H.  Preston,  Knoxville. 


The  Texas  Anti-Saloon  League.  — State  Headquarters,  613  Praetorian 
Bldg.,  Dallas,  Texas.  PRESIDENT — Mr.  Robert  Harper  Kirby,  Austin. 
VICE  PRESIDENTS — Mr.  W.  H.  Fuqua,  Amarillo;  Mr.  W.  S.  Rowland, 
Temple.  SECRETARY — Mr.  George  Sergeant,  Dallas. 

STATE  SUPERINTENDENT— Rev.  A.  T.  Barton,  D.D.,  Dallas. 
ASSISTANT  STATE  SUPERINTENDENTS— Rev.  Atticus  Webb,  Fort 
Worth;  Rev.  George  F.  Williams,  D.D.,  San  Antonio. 

MANAGER  SPEAKERS’  BUREAU— William  Bradford,  Dallas.  ' 


The  Prohibition  and  Betterment  League  of  Utah. — State  Headquarters, 
Salt  Lake  City.  PRESIDENT— Heber  T.  Grant.  FIRST  VICE  PRESI- 
DENT—Rev.  George  E'.  Davies.  SECOND  VICE  PRESIDENT— George 
A.  Startup.  THIRD  VICE  PRESIDENT— George  A.  Smith.  FOURTH 
VICE  PRESIDENT— W.  W.  Seegmiller.  FIFTH  VICE  PRESIDENT— 
J.  W.  Funk.  SIXTH  VICE  PRESIDENT— David  O.  McKay.  TREAS- 
URER—Jesse  Knight.  SECRETARY— John  Henry  Evans.  CORRESPOND- 
ING SECRETARY— James  H.  Wolfe. 

CAMPAIGN  COMMITTEE — B.  F.  Grant,  Chairman;  H.  G.  Whitney; 
Oscar  A.  Kirkham;  John  Bowman;  Lon  J.  Haddock. 

MANAGER  OF  CAMPAIGN— Earl  Jay  Glade. 

CAMPAIGN  HEADQUARTERS— Boston  Building  612. 


The  Vermont  Anti-Saloon  League. — State  Headquarters,  188  Main  St., 
Burlington.  PRESIDENT— Rev.  Guy  Potter  Benton,  D.D.  VICE  PRESI- 
IDENTS — Rev.  J.  S.  Braker,  D.D.,  Burlington;  A.  C.  Whiting,  Burlington; 
Rev.  H.  L.  Ballou,  Chester.  SECRETARY — C.  P.  Cowles,  Esq.,  Burlington. 
TREASURER — F.  S.  Pease,  Burlington.  AUDITOR — O.  P.  Ray,  Bur- , 

lington. 

HEADQUARTERS  COMMITTEE— C.  T.  S.  Pierce,  Vergennes ; Rev. 
L.  Olin  Sherburne,  Montpelier;  F.  S.  Pease,  Burlington;  William  H.  Dean, 
Ferrisburg;  Rev.  T.  S.  Braker,  D.D.,  Burlington;  Rev.  C.  C.  Adams, 
Burlington;  C.  H.  Hayden,  Riverside;  W.  J.  Van  Patten,  Burlington;  A.  M. 
Aseltine,  Burlington;  Rev.  C.  H.  Smith,  Burlington;  C.  P.  Cowles. 

STATE  SUPERINTENDENT— Rev.  Clifford  H.  Smith,  Burlington. 
FIELD  SECRETARY — Albert  Laing,  Burlington. 


The  Virginia  Anti-Saloon  League. — State  Headquarters,  701  E.  Grace  St., 
Richmond.  PRESIDENT— Rev.  R.  H.  Pitt,  D.D.,  Richmond.  VICE 

PRESIDENTS — Mr.  P.  V.  D.  Conway,  Fredericksburg;  Ex-Gov.  W.  H. 
Mann.  Pet^shiJrg:  Rev.  W.  C.  Campbell.  D.D.,  Roanoke:  Rev,  G S. 

Bowers,  D.D.,  Winchester;  Hon.  A.  T.  Lincoln,  Marion:  Rev.  S.  Roger 

Tyler,  Richmond;  Mr.  W.  F.  Hale,  Nokesville;  Mr.  S.  F.  Rogers,  Onon- 
cock;  Mr.  R.  E.  Tvler,  Staunton;  Mr.  G.  T.  Foltz.  Wvtheville ; Mr.  M.  O. 
Nelson,  Danville;  Mr.  W.  C.  Ivey,  Lynchburg.  SECRETARY— Rev.  J.  W. 
Cammack,  Richmond.  TREASURER — -Mr.  S.  P.  Jones,  Richmond. 
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HEADQUARTERS  COMMITTEE— Rev.  James  Cannon,  Jr.,  D.D., 
Richmond;  Mr.  J*  W.  Hough,  Norfolk;  Dr.  W.  A.  Christian,  Richmond; 
Rev.  E.  T.  Dadmun,  Norfolk;  Rev.  J.  W.  Cammack,  Richmond;  Mr.  R.  S. 
Barbour,  South  Boston ; Mr.  W.  H.  Vincent,  Capron. 

STATE  SUPERINTENDENT  — Rev.  James  Cannon,  Jr.,  D.  D., 
Richmond. 

LEGISLATIVE  COMMITTEE— Rev.  James  Cannon,  Jr.,  D.D.,  Rev. 
R.  H.  Pit,  D.D.,  Mr.  J.  W.  Hough,  Mr.  W.  H.  Vincent,  Rev.  David  Hep- 
burn, Thomas  Whitehead,  Esq.,  Rev.  J.  S.  Peters,  Mr.  R.  S.  Barbour. 


The  West  Virginia  Anti-Saloon  League. — State  Headquarters,  Rooms 
405-406  Davidson  Bldg.,  Charleston. 

STATE  SUPERINTENDENT— Major  Chas.  R.  Morgan. 

ASSISTANT  SUPERINTENDENT— Rev.  O.  M.  Pullen. 
HEADQUARTERS  COMMITTEE— W,  D.  Lewis,  Chairman;  A.  S. 
Thomas,  Secretary;  John  Davidson,  Treasurer;  Rev.  Ernest  Thompson;  T. 
L.  Burdette;  Rev.  C.  B.  Graham;  W.  C.  B.  Moore;  Gen.  C.  C.  Watts;  W. 
B.  Wilkinson. 


The  Washington  Anti-Saloon  League. — State  Headquarters,  3184  Arcade 
Bldg.,  Seattle..  PRESIDENT — Hon.  Lester  E.  Kirkpatrick,  640  New  York 
Block,  Seattle.  VICE  PRESIDENTS— Rev.  E.  M.  Hill,  1515  I St.,  Belling- 
ham; E'.  S.  Collins,  Esq.,  Ostrander.  SECRETARY — H.  W.  Foster,  Esq., 
302  Olympic  Place,  Seattle.  TREASURER — C.  H.  Kiehl,  Esq.,  Central  Bldg., 
Seattle. 

HEADQUARTERS  COMMITTEE— Hon.  L.  E.  Kirkpatrick,  640  New 
York  Block,  Seattle;  Rev.  A.  W.  Leonard,  5th  and  Marions,  Seattle;  H.  W. 
Foster,  Esq.,  302  Olympic  Place,  Seattle;  C.  H.  Kiehl,  Esq.,  Central  Bldg., 
Seattle. 

STATE  SUPERINTENDENT— Geo.  D.  Conger,  3184  Arcade  Bldg., 
Seattle. 

DISTRICT  SUPERINTENDENTS— Lewis  R.  Horton,  Esq.,  526  Hut- 
ton Bldg.,  Spokane:  Rev.  Walter  A.  Hitchcock,  3184  Arcade  Bldg., . Seattle. 

FIELD  SECRETARY — Rev.  J.  J.  Hanoaker,  526  Hutton  Bldg.,  Spokane. 


The  Wisconsin  Anti-Saloon  League. — State  Headquarters,  704  Goldsmith 
Bldg.,  Milwaukee.  PRESIDENT — Rev.  W.  O.  Carrier,  D.D.,  Waukesha. 
FIRST  VICE  PRESIDENT— Father  J.  C.  Hogan,  Oshkosh.  SECOND 
VICE  PRESIDENT— Prof,  A.  W.  Burr,  Beloit.  SECRETARY-TREAS- 
URER— Rev.  Henry  Colman,  D.D.,  102  33rd  St.,  Milwaukee. 

HEADQUARTERS  COMMITTEE— Rev.  W.  O.  Carrier,  D.D.,  Wau- 
kesha; Rev.  Henry  Colman,  D.D.,  Milwaukee;  Rev.  C.  W.  Schlueter,  2448 
Center  St.,  Milwaukee;  Rev.  F.  A.  Hayward,  Wauwatosa;  Rev.  J.  L.  Hup- 
pert,  894  Mineral  St.,  Milwaukee ; Rev.  H.  O.  Davies,  Wauwatosa ; Rev.  F. 
Swenson,  557  Lapham  St.,  Milwaukee.;  Rev.  J.  S.  Lean,  D.D.,  704  Gold- 
smith Bldg.,  Milwaukee. 

STATE  SUPERINTENDENT— R.  P.  Hutton,  31  Hathaway  Bldg.,  Mil- 
waukee. 

ASSOCIATE  EDITOR  AND  FIELD  WORKER— J.  C.  Bartholf,  704 
Goldsmith  Bldg.,  Milwaukee. 

LEGAL  ADVISOR  AND  STATE  WORKER— James  J.  McDonald, 
13  S.  Pinckney  St.,  Madison. 

SUPERINTENDENT  GERMAN  WORK  AND  FIELD  SECRETARY 
— Rev.  S.  J.  Erffmeyer,  704  Goldsmith  Bldg.,  Milwaukee. 

LEGISLATIVE  COMMITTEEE— Rev.  E.  G.  Updike,  D.D.,  Madison; 
Hon.  J.  F.  Baker,  Madison;  Prof.  E.  A.  Gilmore,  Madison;  Rev.  L.  H. 
Keller,  D.D.,  Madison;  Rev.  J.  S.  Lean,  D.D.,  704  Goldsmith  Bldg.,  Mil- 
waukee 


The  Wyoming  Anti-Saloon  League. — State  Headquarters,  1810  Maxwell 
St.,  Cheyenne,  PRESIDENT — Rev.  W.  T.  Dumm,  Cheyenne.  VICE  PRES- 
IDENTS— Rev.  J.  F.  Blodgett,  Lander;  Bishop  Osborne  Low,  Afton ; Rev. 
J.  Stubblefield,  Cheyenne.  SECRETARY — Rev.  E.  E.  Brase,  Cheyenne. 

TREASURER— C.  S.  Thomas,  Cheyenne.  AUDITOR  — W.  B.  Ross, 
Cheyenne. 
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HEADQUARTERS  COMMITTEE— Rev.  W.  T.  Dumm,  D.D.,  Rev. 
George  Van  Winkle;  Rev.  E.  E’.  Brace,  A.M.,  B.D. ; Rev.  S.  A.  Huston,  A. 
M.,  B.D. ; Rev.  J.  J.  Shingler,  Cheyenne.  Treasurer,  Rev.  C.  S.  Thomas, 
Cheyenne. 

STATE  SUPERINTENDENT— Mr.  Fred  L.  Crabbe. 

ADVISORY  COMMITTEE— Ex.-Gov.  J.  M.  Carey;  Ex-Senator  J.  R. 
Carpenter;  Senator  Archie  Allison;  Hon.  W.  B.  Ross;  Hon.  H.  B.  Durham; 
Dr.  F.  I.  Furry. 


NATIONAL  TEMPERANCE  ORGANIZATIONS 

World’s  Woman’s  Christian  Temperance  Union.  PRESIDENT — Rosa 
lind,  Countess  of  Carlisle,  Castle  Howard,  York,  England.  VICE  PRESI 
DENT* — Mrs.  Lillian  M.  N.  Stevens,  Portland,  Maine.  HONORARY  SEC 
RETARIES — Miss  Anna  A.  Gordon,  Evanston,  Illinois;  Miss  Agnes  E 
Slack,  Ripley,  Derbyshire,  England.  TREASURER- — Mrs.  Mary  E.  Sander 
son,  Danville,  Quebec,  Canada. 

*Deceased. 


The  National  Woman’s  Christian  Temperance  Union. — The  National 
Woman’s  Christian  Temperance  Union  is  an  organization  of  Christian  women 
banded  together  for  the  protection  of  the  home,  the  abolition  of  the  liquor 
traffic,  and  the  triumph  of  Christ’s  Golden  Rule  in  custom  and  in  law.  It  is 
the  lineal  descendant  of  the  great  Woman’s  Temperance  Crusade  of  1873-74. 
It  was  organized  in  Cleveland,  Ohio,  in  1874. 

There  are  about  20,000  local  unions,  with  a membership  and  following, 
including  the  young  people’s  and  children’s  societies,  of  practically  a million 
persons.  The  organization  includes  33  distinct  departments,  superintended  by 
as  many  women  experts,  in  the  national  and  in  most  of  the  state  organizations. 
The  laws  providing  for  Scientific  Temperance  Instruction  in  all  public  schools 
in  the  states  and  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  United  States,  were  secured 
principally  through  the  efforts  of  the  Woman’s  Christian  Temperance  Union. 

From  the  beginning  the  W.  C.  T.  U.  has  advocated  National  Constitutional 
Prohibition,  and  in  September,  1911,  Mrs.  L.  M.  N.  Stevens,  then  its  National 
President,  issued  a historic  proclamation  in  which  she  affirmed  that  within  a 
decade  Prohibition  should  be  written  in  the  constitution  of  the  United  States, 
and  called  “to  active  co-operation  all  temperance,  Prohibition,  religious  and 
philanthropic  bodies ; all  patriotic,  fraternal  and  civic  associations,  and  all 
Americans  who  love  their  country.” 

Because  of  its  perfect  system  of  organization,  enabling  it  to  reach  not 
only  the  centers  of  population  but  the  remotest  sections  of  our  country  with 
its  educational  proganda  and  the  active  personal  work  of  its  members,  the  W. 
C.  T.  U.  has  been  one  of  the  principal  factors  in  bringing  about  the  vast 
change  in  public  sentiment  regarding  the  use  and  sale  of  alcoholic  liquors,  and 
has  been  a leader  in  campaigns  for  local  and  state-wide  Prohibition.  The 
organization  has  gathered  and  presented  to  the  United  States  Congress  peti- 
tions for  National  Constitutional  Prohibition  representing  over  12,000,000 
people. 

The  headquarters  of  the  National  Woman’s  Christian  Temperance  Union 
are  located  at  Evanston,  111.,  under  the  same  roof  with  Rest  Cottage,  formerly 
the  home  of  Frances  E.  Willard.  A substantial  office  building  has  been  erected, 
and  from  this  center  go  out  not  only  the  publications  and  supplies  of  the 
various  departments,  but  vast  quantities  of  general  temperance  and  campaign 
literature.  The  National  Woman’s  Christian  Temperance  Union  owns  and 
publishes  its  official  organ,  The  Union  Signal;  also  the  Young  Crusader,  a 
monthly  paper  for  children.  Nearly  all  its  state  organizations  publish  a state 
paper  also. 

The  National  Woman’s  Christian  Temperance  Union  also  maintains  legis- 
lative headauarters  at  Hotel  Driscoll,  Washington,  D.  C. 

The  officers  are : President,  Miss  Anna  A.  Gordon,  Evanston,  111. ; Cor- 

responding Secretary,  Mrs.  Frances  P.  Parks,  Evanston,  111. ; Recording  Sec- 
retary, Mrs.  Elizabeth  Preston  Anderson,  Fargo,  N.  D. ; Assistant  Recording 
Secretary,  Mrs.  Sara  H.  Hoge,  Lincoln,  Va. ; Treasurer,  Mrs.  Margaret  C. 
Munns,  Evanston,  111. 
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OFFICIAL  BOARD:— Alabama— Mrs.  Anna  K.  Weisel,  1720  12  Ave.  S., 
Birmingham,  Ala.  Alaska — Mrs.  Cornelia  Templeton  Hatcher,  3188  Arcade 
Bldg.,  Seattle,  Wash.  Arizona — Mrs.  Imogen  F.  LaChance,  1525  E.  Wash- 
ington St.,  Phoenix,  Ariz.  Arkansas — Mrs.  Minnie  Rutherford-Fuller,  Maga- 
zine, Ark.  California  (Northern) — Mrs.  Sara  J.  Dorr,  45  N.  5th  St.,  San 
Jose,  Cal.  California  (Southern) — Mrs.  Stella  B.  Irvine,  115  Walnut  St., 
Riverside,  Cal.  Colorado — Mrs.  Adrianna  Hungerford,  333  14th  St.,  Denver, 
Col.  Connecticut — Mrs.  Caroline  B.  Buell,  East  Hampton,  Conn.  Delaware — 
Mrs.  Lena  M.  Messick,  Bridgeville,  Del.  District  of  Columbia — Mrs.  Emma 
Sanford  Shelton,  Cypress  St.,  Chevy  Chase,  Md.  Florida — Miss  Minnie 

Neal,  27  E.  Bay  St.,  Jacksonville,  Fla.  Georgia — Mrs.  Leila  A.  Dillard, 
Oxford,  Ga.  Hawaii — Mrs.  J.  M.  Whitney,  Box  533,  Honolulu,  H.  Idaho 
(North) — Mrs.  Mable  McCrea,  Sandpoint,  Ida.  Idaho  (South) — Mrs.  An- 
netta  R.  Chipp,  418  Thatcher  St.,  Boise,  Ida.  Illinois — Miss  Helen  L.  Hood, 
1118  The  Temple,  Chicago,  111.  Indiana — Mrs.  Culla  J.  Vayhinger,  Up- 
land, Ind.  Iowa — Mrs.  Ida  B.  Wise-Smith,  1022  3rd  Ave.,  Cedar  Rapids, 
Io.wa.  Kansas — Mrs.  Lillian  M.  Mitchner,  Beloit,  Kan.  Kentucky — Mrs. 

Frances  M.  Beauchamp,  Lexington,  Ky.  Louisiana — Mrs.  Alice  Cary  Mc- 
Kinney, 512  Hazel  St.,  Ruston,  La.  Maine — Mrs.  Althea  G.  Quimby,  North 
Turner,  Me.  Maryland — Mrs.  Mary  R.  Haslup,  The  Gilman,  N.  Calvert  and 
31st  Sts.,  Baltimore,  Md.  Massachusetts; — Mrs.  Katherine  L.  Stevenson,  541 
Massachusetts  Ave.,  Boston,  Mass.  Michigan — Mrs.  E.  L.  Calkins,  952  Upper 
Ellis  Ave.,  Ypsilanti,  Mich.  Minnesota — Miss  Rosette  Hendrix,  2408 
Nicollet  Ave.,  Minneapolis,  Minn.  Mississippi — Mrs.  S.  E.  Stanley,  Boone- 
ville,  Miss.  Missouri — Mrs.  Nellie  G.  Burger,  Clark,  Mo.  Montana — Mrs. 
Mary  L.  Alderson,  516  7th  Ave.  S.,  Bozeman,  Mont.  Nebraska — Mrs.  Mamie 
M.  Claflin,  University  Place,  Neb.  Nevada — Mrs.  Nora  R.  Linville,  337  10th 
St.,  Sparks,  Nev.  New  Hampshire — Mrs.  Ellen  R.  Richardson,  Concord,  N. 
H.  New  Jersey — Miss  Esther  H.  Elfreth,  Haddonfield,  N.  J.  New  Mexico — 
Miss  Harriet  Henderson,  East  Vaughn,  N.  M.  New  York — Mrs.  Ella 

A.  Boole,  1429  Avenue  H,  Brooklyn,  N.  Y.  North  Carolina — Mrs.  T.  Ade- 
laide Goodno,  201  Park  Ave.,  Raleigh,  N.  C.  North  Dakota — Mrs.  Elizabeth 
Preston  Anderson,  61  Jackson  Apts.,  Fargo,  N.  D.  Ohio — Mrs.  Florence  D. 
Richards,  Room  302  Schultz  Bldg.,  Columbus,  Ohio.  Oklahoma — Mrs.  Abbie 

B.  Hillerman,  Sapulpa,  Okla.  Oregon — Mrs.  Jennie  M.  Kemp,  607  Dekum 
Bldg.,  Portland,  Ore.  Pennsylvania — Mrs.  Ella  M.  George,  3120  Fifth  Ave., 
Beaver  Falls,  Pa.  Rhode  Island — Mrs.  Jennie  L.  W.  Rooke,  3200  Pawtucket 
Ave.,  E.  Providence,  R.  I.  South  Carolina — Mrs.  Joseph  Sprott,  Manning,  S. 
Car.  South  Dakota — Mrs.  Anna  R.  Simmons,  Faulkton,  S.  D.  Tennessee— 
Mrs.  Mary  P.  Bang,  710  Russell  St.,  Nashville,  Tenn.  Texas — Mrs.  Nannie 
Webb  Curtis,  Waco,  Tex.  Utah— Mrs.  C.  A.  Walker,  654  6th  East,  Salt  Lake 
City,  Utah.  Vermont — Mrs.  Minne  L.  Pearson,  Orleans,  Vt.  Virginia — Mrs. 
Sara  H.  Hoge,  Lincoln,  Va.  Washington  (East) — Mrs.  Carrie  M.  Barr,  R.  F. 
D.  3,  North  Yakima,  Wash.  Washington  (West) — Mrs.  Hattie  B.  Dunlap, 
3188  Arcade  Bldg.,  Seattle,  Wash.  West  Virginia — Mrs.  Lenna  Lowe  Yost, 
56  University  Driveway,  Morgantown,  W.  Va.  Wisconsin — Mrs.  W.  A.  Law- 
son,  212  18th  St.,  Milwaukee,  Wis.  Wyoming — Mrs.  Anna  Allison,  300  W. 
26th  St.,  Cheyenne,  Wyo. 


National  Temperance  Council. — President,  Daniel  A.  Poling,  31  Mt. 
Vernon  St.,  Boston,  Mass. ; Vice  Presidents,  P.  A.  Baker,  D.D.,  Westerville, 
Ohio ; Virgil  G.  Hinshaw,  Chicago,  111.  ; D.  Leigh  Colvin,  Ph.D.,  New 
York  City;  Anna  A.  Gordon,  Evanston,  111.;  George  F.  Cotterill,  Olympia, 
Wash.;  Secretary,  Ernest  H.  Cherrington,  Westerville,  Ohio;  Treasurer, 
Hon.  Joshua  Levering,  Baltimore,  Md. 

EXECUTIVE  COMMITTEE— Ernest  H.  Cherrington,  Chairman,  Wes- 
terville, Ohio;  Miss  Cora  Frances  Stoddard,  Secretary,  36  Bromfield  St.,  Bos- 
ton, Mass.;  Rev.  Purley  A.  Baker,  D.D.,  Westerville,  Ohio;  Rev.  A.  J. 
Barton,  D.D.,  Dallas,  Texas;  Rev.  Samuel  Zane  Batten,  D.D.,  Philadelphia, 
Pa.;  Frances  E.  Beauchamp,  Lexington,  Ky. ; Hon.  W.  S.  Bennett,  (M.C.), 
New  York,  N.  Y. ; Mrs.  Ella  A.  Boole,  Ph.D.,  Brooklyn,  N.  Y. ; Miss  Marie 

C.  Brehm,  Pittsburgh,  Pa.;  Rev.  Walter  H.  Brooks,  D.D.,  Washington,  D. 
C. ; Rev.  Dan  B.  Brummitt,  D.D.,*  Chicago,  111.;  Rev.  Charles  Bulla,  D.D., 
Nashville,  Tenn.;  Mrs.  Lillian  Burt,  Columbus,  Ohio;  W.  G.  Calderwood* 
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Minneapolis,  Minn.;  Rev.  James  Cannon,  Jr.,  D.D.,  Richmond,  Va. ; Wil- 
liam F.  Cochran,  Baltimore,  Md. ; Rev.  W.  F.  Crafts,  Ph.D.,  Washington, 
D.  C. ; T.  D.  Crothers,  M.D.,  Hartford,  Conn.;  John  F.  Cunneen,  Chicago, 
111. ; Rev.  J.  J.  Curran,  Wilkes-Barre,  Pa. ; Mrs.  Edith  Smith  Davis,  Litt.  D.. 
Hartford,  Wis. ; Rev.  E.  C.  Dinwiddie,  Washington,  D.  C. ; Mrs.  Margaret 
Dye  Ellis,  Washington,  D.  C. ; Rev.  James  Empringham,  D.D.,  New  York 
city ; Miss  Anna  A.  Gordon,  Evanston,  111. ; Virgil  G.  Hinshaw,  Chicago,  111. ; 
Hon.  Richmond  P.  Hobson,  Evanston,  111. ; E'.  L.  G.  Hohenthal,  South  Man- 
chester, Conn.;  Charles  L.  Huston,  Coatesville,  Pa.;  Rev.  Ira  Landrith,  D.D., 
Boston,  Mass. ; Mrs.  Deborah  Knox  Livingston,  Bangor,  Me. ; James  S. 
Martin,  Pittsburgh,  Pa. ; Bishop  W.  F.  McDowell,  Washington,  D.  C. ; Daniel 
A.  Poling,  LL.D.,  Boston,  Mass.;  Mrs.  Florence  Richards,  Columbus,  Ohio; 
Rev.  Howard  H.  Russell,  D.D.,  Westerville,  Ohio;  Charles  Scanlon,  LL.D., 
Pittsburgh,  Pa.;  Rev.  L.  E.  Sellers,  Indianapolis,  Ind. ; F.  S.  Spence,  To- 
ronto, Ont. ; Dr.  Charles  Stelzle,  New  York,  N.  Y. ; Hon.  Oliver  Stewart, 
Chicago,  111.;  William  D.  Upshaw,  Atlanta,  Ga. ; Rev.  C.  A.  Vincent,  D.D., 
Washington,  D.  C. ; Harry  S.  Warner,  Chicago,  111.;  Wayne  B.  Wheeler, 
Esq.,  Washington,  D.  C. ; Rev.  Edgar  S.  Wiers,  Montclair,  N.  J.  ; Alonzo  E. 
Wilson,  Chicago,  111.;  Rev.  Clarence  T.  Wilson,  D.D.,  Washington,  D.  C. ; 
Ben  D.  Wright,  Lockport,  N.  Y. ; Hon.  Willard  O.  Wylie,  Boston,  Mass. ; 
Mrs.  Lenna  Lowe  Yost,  Morgantown,  W.  Va. 


Scientific  Temperance  Federation. — President 
Vice  President,  A.  J.  Davis,  Boston,  Mass.  Executive  Secretary,  Cora 
Frances  Stoddard,  Boston,  Mass.  Recording  Secretary,  E.  L.  Transeau, 
Boston,  Mass.  Treasurer,  Robert  H.  Magwood,  Boston,  Mass. 

EXECUTIVE  COMMITTEE— Ernest  H.  Cherrington,  Westerville, 
Ohio;  Rev.  Richard  Wright,  Boston,  Mass.;  Mr.  Delcevare  King,  Boston, 
Mass. ; Ernest  L.  Miller,  Boston,  Mass. ; Daniel  A.  Poling,  Boston,  Mass. ; 
Hon.  J.  B.  Lewis,  Boston,  Mass. 

DIRECTORS— T.  D.  Crothers,  M.  D.,  Hartford,  Conn. ; William  H. 
Anderson,  New  York  City;  R.  B.  Patton,  D.D.,  Columbus,  Ohio;  E.  J. 
Moore,  Ph.D.,  Westerville,  Ohio;  A.  J.  Davis,  Boston,  Mass.;  Scott  Mc- 
Bride, Chicago,  111.  ; Rev.  Richard  Wright,  Cambridge,  Mass. ; William  E. 
Johnson,  Westerville,  Ohio;  Mrs.  Maria  H.  Gordon,  Boston,  Mass.;  Fill- 
more Condit,  New  York  City;  Hon.  J.  B.  Lewis,  Boston,  Mass.;  James 
Cannon,  Jr.,  Richmond,  Va. ; Homer  W.  Tope.  D.D.,  Philadelphia,  Pa.; 
G.  Rowland  Munroe,  Newark,  N.  J. ; Col.  E.  H.  Haskell,  Boston,  Mass. ; 
Wayne  B.  Wheeler,  Washington,  D.  C. ; Rev.  C.  A.  Vincent,  D.D.,  Wash- 
ington, D.  C. ; Delcevare  King,  Boston,  Mass. ; Daniel  A.  Poling,  Boston, 
Mass. ; William  F.  Cochran,  Baltimore,  Md. ; Ernest  H.  Cherrington,  West- 
erville, Ohio;  E.,  C.  Dinwiddie,  Washington,  D.  C. 


The  Committee  of  Sixty  on  National  Prohibition. — Temporary  Head- 
quarters, 3 73  Fourth  Ave.,  New  York  City. 

HONORARY  PRESIDENT— Dr.  David  Starr  Jordan,  Chancellor  of 
Leland  Stanford,  Jr.,  University,  Stanford  University,  Cal.  PRESIDENT — 
Daniel  A.  Poling,  Associate  President  United  Society  of  Christian  Endeavor, 
Boston,  Mass.  VICE  PRESIDENTS — Luther  Burbank,  Santa  Rosa,  Cal. ; 
Pres.  Samuel  Dickie,  Albion  College,  Albion,  Mich ; Hon.  Richmond  P.  Hob- 
son, former  Congressman  from  Alabama ; Dr.  J.  N.  Hurty,  Board  of  Health, 
state  of  Indiana,  Indianapolis,  Ind.  ; John  B.  Lennon,  treasurer  American 
Federation  of  Labor,  Bloomington,  111. ; Prof.  Edward  A.  Ross,  Professor  of 
Sociology,  University* of  Wisconsin,  Madison,  Wis.;  Pres.  William  F.  Slocum, 
Colorado  College,  Colorado  Springs,  Colo. ; Dr.  Harvey  W.  Wiley,  Good 
Housekeeping  Magazine,  Former  Chief  U.  S.  Bureau  of  Chemistry,  Wash- 
ington, D.  C.  SECRETARY — D.  Leigh  Colvin,  Ph.D.,  President  Inter- 

collegiate Prohibition  Association,  Room  701,  373  Fourth  Ave.,  New  York 
City.  TREASURER — Dr.  J.  H.  Kellogg,  Superintendent  Battle  Creek  Sani- 
tarium, Battle  Creek,  Mich.  EXECUTIVE  COMMITTEE— Ernest  H.  Cher- 
rington, General  Manager  Publishing  Interests,  Anti-Saloon  League  of  Amer- 
ica, Westerville,  Ohio; Prof  Irving  Fish€r,  Professor  of  Political  Economy, 
Yale  University,  New  Haven,  Conn. ; Virgil  G.  Hinshaw,  Chairman  Prohibi- 
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tion  National  Committee,  Chicago,  111. ; Emil  L.  G.  Hohenthal,  Chairman 
Connecticut  Prohibition  Committee,  South  Manchester,  Conn. ; Mrs.  Florence 
Kelley,  General  Secretary  National  Consumers’  League,  New  York,  N.  Y. ; 
Dr.  Amos  P.  Wilder,  head  of  Yale  in  China,  New  Haven,  Conn.  Also 
President,  Secretary  and  Treasurer,  ex-officio. 

OTHER  MEMBERS  OF  THE  COMMITTEE  OF  SIXTY— Bishop 
William  M.  Bell,  Bishop  of  the  United  Brethren  Church,  Los  Angeles,  Cal.  ; 
President  Guy  Potter  Benton,  University  of  Vermont,  Burlington,  Vt. ; Prof. 
E.  S.  Bogardus,  Professor  of  Economics  and  Sociology  of  the  University  of 
Southern  California,  Los  Angeles,  Cal.  Mrs.  Ella  A.  Boole,  Ph.D.,  Presi- 
dent New  York  W.  C.  T.  U.,  Brooklyn,  N.  Y. ; W.  G.  Calderwood,  Chairman 
of  Minnesota  Prohibition  Committee,  Minneapolis,  Minn. ; Hon.  Arthur  Cap- 
per, Governor  of  Kansas,  Topeka,  Kan.;  William  F.  Cochran,  Baltimore,  Md. ; 
Dr.  Wilbur  F.  Crafts,  Superintendent  of  International  Reform  Bureau,  Wash- 
ington, D.  C. ; Dr.  T.  D.  Crothers,  President  and  Superintendent  Walnut 
Lodge  Hospital,  Hartford,  Conn.;  Father  J.  J.  Curran,  Catholic  Total  Ab- 
stinence Union,  Wilkes-Barre,  Pa. ; Right  Rev.  James  H.  Darlington,  Bishop 
of  Harrisburg,  Harrisburg,  Pa. ; Rev.  William  G.  Elliot,  Jr.,  Portland,  Ore. ; 
Dr.  Haven  Emerson,  New  York  City;  Dr.  W.  A.  Evans,  Health  Editor,  Chi- 
cago Tribune,  Chicago,  111.;  Hon.  Eugene  N.  Foss,  Former  Governor  of 
Massachusetts,  Boston,  Mass. ; Dr.  Luther  H.  Gulick,  President  of  the  Camp 
Fire  Girls’  Association,  New  York  City;  Prof.  Winfield  Scott  Hall,  Pro- 
fessor of  Physiology,  Northwestern  University,  Chicago,  111.  ; Hon.  J.  Frank 
Hanly,  Former  Governor  of  Indiana,  Indianapolis,  Ind. ; Prof.  E.  C.  Hayes, 
Professor  of  Sociology,  University  of  Illinois ; Clinton  N.  Howard,  Rochester, 
N.  Y. ; Prof.  George  Elliot  Howard,  Professor  of  Political  Science  and  Sociol- 
ogy, University  of  Nebraska,  Lincoln,  Neb. ; E.  J.  Keenan,  President  Work- 
ingmen’s Protective  and  Publicity  Association  of  Hamilton  College,  Cincin- 
nati, Ohio ; Persident  Henry  C.  King,  Oberlin  College,  Oberlin,  Ohio ; Presi- 
dent R.  B.  Van  Kleinsmid,  University  of  Arizona;  E’.  F.  Ladd,  President 
North  Dakota  Agricultural  College;  Vice  President  American  Pure  Food 
League,  Agricultural  College,  N.  Dak. ; Rev.  Ira  Landrith,  Presided  at  In- 
ternational Y.  M.  C.  A.  Convention,  1913,  Nashville,  Tenn. ; Prof.  Jacques 
Loeb,  Rockefeller  Institute  for  Medical  Research,  New  York  City.  Prof. 
Samuel  McCune  Lindsay,  Vice-Chairman  National  Child  Labor  Commission, 
Professor  of  Social  Legislation,  Columbia  University,  New  York  City.;  Dr. 
Charles  Newton  Little,  Dean  of  the  College  of  Engineering,  University  of 
Idaho,  Moscow,  Idaho ; Dr.  T.  Alexander  MacNicholl,  Vice  President  Ameri- 
can Medical  Society  for  the  Study  of  Alcohol  and  Other  Narcotics,  Brooklyn, 
New  York;  Col.  L.  M.  Maus,  Secretary  Tuberculosis  Commission,  Frank- 
fort, Ky. ; Rev.  Cortland  Myers,  Pastor  of  Tremont  Temple,  Boston,  Mass.; 
Prof.  M.  V.  O’Shea,  Professor  of  Education,  University  of  Wisconsin;  Dr. 
Dudley  A.  Sargent,  Director  Hemenway  Gymnasium,  Harvard  University, 
Director  Normal  School  of  Physical  Training,  Cambridge,  Mass.  ; Prof. 
Charles  Scanlon,  General  Secretary  the  Temperance  Commission,  Federal 
Council  of  Churches,  Pittsburgh,  Pa. ; William  Shaw,  General  Secretary  of 
United  Society  of  Christian  Endeavor,  Boston,  Mass. ; Rev.  Charles  M. 
Sheldon,  author,  Topeka,  Kan. ; Dr.  W.  F.  Sheridan,  General  Secretary  Ep- 
worth  League  of  M.  E.  Church,  Chicago,  111. ; Dr.  David  Snedden,  Massa- 
chusetts .State  Commissioner  of  Education,  Boston,  Mass. ; Rev.  Charles 
Stelzle,  New  York  City;  Miss  Cora  F.  Stoddard,  Executive  Secretary  Scien- 
tific Temperance  Federation,  Boston,  Mass. ; Prof.  Charles  R.  Stockard,  Pro- 
fessor of  Pathological  Anatomy,  Cornell  University  Medical  School,  New 
York  City;  Warren  S.  Stone,  Grand  Chief  Brotherhood  of  Locomotive  En- 
gineers, Cleveland,  Ohio;  Rev.  Floyd  W.  Tomkins,  Church  of  the  Holy 
Trinity,  Philadelphia,  Pa.;  Hon.  Samuel  R.  Van  Sant,  Former  Governor  of 
Minnesota,  St.  Paul,  Minn.;  Dr.  F.  C.  Wells,  New  York  City;  William  Allen 
White,  editor  and  author,  Emporia,  Kan. ; Dr.  William  A.  White,  Superin- 
tendent Government  Hospital  for  Insane,  Washington,  D.  C. ; Rev.  Clarence 
True  Wilson,  General  Secretary,  Methodist  Temperance  Society,  Topeka, 
Kan. ; Thomas  Wilson,  U.  S.  District  Attorney,  Former  U.  S.  Consul  to 
Hawaii  and  Brazil,  Tucson,  Ariz. 
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International  Order  of  Good  Templars. — INTERNATIONAL  SU- 
PREME LODGE  OFFICERS— I.  C.  T.,  Edvard  Wavrinsky,  M.P.,  Stock- 
sund,  Sweden;  I.  C.,  George  F.  Cotterill,  Seattle,  Wash.,  U.  S.  A.;  I.  V.  T., 
Lars  O.  Jensen,  Bergen,  Norway;  I.  S.  J.  W.,  J.  W.  Hopkins,  Pembury 
Road,  Gloucester,  England;  I.  E.  S.,  Guy  Hayler,  South  Norwood  Park, 
London,  S.  E. ; I .S.,  T.  Honeyman,  160  Hill  St.,  Glasgow,  Scotland;  I.  A. 

5.,  Willard  O.  Wylie,  > Beverly,  Mass.,  U.  S.  A.;  I.  T.,  Herman  Blume,  122 
Tarpenbeckstr,  Hamburg,  Germany;  P.  I.  C.  T.,  Alderman  Joseph  Malins, 
J.P.,  Birmingham,  England;  I.  S.  T.  E.,  Mauritz  Sterner,  Gavle,  Sweden; 

I.  C.,  Rev.  E.  A.  MacPhee,  Barrs  Corner,  Nova  Scotia;  I.  M.,  A.  M.  Wold, 
2427  14th  Ave.,  So.,  Minneapolis,  Minn.;  I.  D.  M.,  Mrs.  Laura  D.  Rudy, 
Walters  Park,  Pa.,  U.  S.  A.;  I.  G.,  J.  Makin,  King  Williamston,  Cape  Prov- 
ince, S.  Africa;  I.  S.,  J.  C.  Randall,  Sandy  Bay,  Hobart,  Tasmania;  I.  M., 
Mrs.  Marie  Thomsen,  Copenhagen,  Denmark. 

The  International  Order  of  Good  Templars  is  a world-wide  brotherhood 
of  over  600,000  total  abstainers,  banded  together  for  mutual  protection  and 
co-operation  in  temperance  work. 

The  Order  of  Good  Templars  first  sprang  into  existence  in  1851  in 
Oneida  county,  N.  Y.  state.  One  of  its  most  radical  features  was  the 
recognition  of  women’s  rights. 

The  last  report  of  the  International  Secretary  returned  the  number  of 
grand  lodges  as  70  and  the  membership  in  both  adult  and  juvenile  branches, 

620.000.  Grand  lodges  exist  in  nearly  all  states  of  the  Union,  in  England, 
Ireland,  Scotland,  Wales,  Denmark,  Germany,  Sweden,  Norway,  Switzerland, 
Hungary,  Holland,  the  various  provinces  of  Canada,  the  West  Indies,  East, 
West  and  South  Africa,  Australia,  New  Zealand,  British  India,  Iceland  and 
other  countries.  Next  session  in  1917,  at  Minneapolis,  Minn.,  U.  S.  A. 

NATIONAL  GRAND  LODGE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES— N.  C.  T., 
Ben  D.  Wright,  Lockport,  N.  Y. ; N.  Coun.,  Chas.  R.  Burger,  Pasadena, 
Cal.;  N.  V.  T.,  Mrs.  Carrie  T.  Wellman,  Kendall,  N.  Y. ; N.  S.  J.  W., 

J.  K.  Hauck,  Philadelphia,  Pa. ; N.  E.  Supt.,  Rev.  E.  C.  Dinwiddie,  Wash- 
ington, D.  C. ; N.  Sec.,  Willard  O.  Wylie,  Beverly,  Mass. ; N.  Treas,  W.  P. 
Carlson,  Minneapolis,  Minn.;  P.  N.  C.  T.,  George  F.  Cotterill,  Seattle,  Wash.; 

N.  Chap.,  William  B.  Reed,  Hastings,  Minn.;  N.  Mar.,  S.  Linderoth,  Chi- 
cago, 111.;  N.  Guard,  Wilmer  King,  Washington,  D.  C. ; N.  Sen.,  William  H. 
Hickey,  Roxbury,  Mass.;  N.  A.  Sec.,  Laura  Church,  Washington,  D.  C. ; 
N.  Mess.,  Miss  Jennie  Gregg,  Madison,  Wis. ; D.  I.  C.  T.,  Lorenzo  Frost, 
Haverhill,  Mass. 


The  Sons  of  Temperance. — Officers  for  1916-18:  M.  W.  P.,  Emil  L.  G. 

Hohenthal,  467  Center  St.,  So.  Manchester,  Conn. ; M.  W.  T.,  Marvin  M. 
E'avenson,  Delaware  Ave.,  Camden,  N.  J. ; M.  W.  S.,  William  C.  Acken,  P. 

O.  Box  654;  Metuchen,  N.  J. ; M.  W.  A.,  Edward  S.  Hennigar,  26  Orange 
St.,  St.  John,  New  Brunswick;  M.  W.  C.,  Rev.  D.  Stilefe  Fraser,  Elderbank, 
Nova  Scotia;  M.  W.  P.,  Miss  Cora  M.  Lavers,  75  Veith  St.,  Halifax,  Nova 
Scotia;  M.  W.  S.,  Ross  Slack,  4539  North  20th  St.,  Philadelphia,  Pa.;  M. 
W.  C.,  Lewis  P.  Tanton,  26  Elm  St.,  Charlottetown,  Prince  Edward  Island; 

P.  M.  W.  P.,  Rev.  R.  Hensley  Stavert,  Norton,  New  Brunswick. 

The  order  of  the  Sons  of  Temperance  was  organized  in  the  city  of  New 
York,  September  29,  1842.  It  is  composed  of  subordinate  grand  and  national 
divisions.  It  has  five  national  divisions — one  for  North  America,  one  for 
Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  two  for  Australia  and  one  for  New  Zealand.  _ It 
has  been  introduced  in  India  and  South  Africa.  In  the  course  of  its  exist- 
ence it  has  nearly  4,000,000  members  on  its  rolls.  Its  present  membership 
in  North  America  is  25,000  of  whom  12,200  are  in  the  United  States.  Its 
fundamental  principle  is  total  abstinence  from  all  intoxicating  liquors. 


Sons  of  Jcnadab — Sovereign  Council  of  the  World. — Sov.  Chief,  Chas.  F. 
Sudwarth,  510  Twelfth  St.  N.  W.,  Washington,  D.  C. ; Sov.  Sec’y.,  John  E. 
Rhodes,  637  Keefer  Place  N.  W.,  Washington,  D.  C. 


The  National  Temperance  Society  and  Publication  House. — Rev.  David 
Stuart  Dodge,  D.D.,  President;  Prof.  A.  A.  Hopkins,  Ph.D.,  Editor  and 
Lecturer;  James  C.  Crawford,  Treasurer.  Headquarters,  289  Fourth  Ave., 
New  York  City. 
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BOARD  OF  MANAGERS— J.  N.  Bishop,  M.  D.,  New  York;  James 
C.  Crawford,  N.  Y. ; Rev.  Stuart  Dodge,  D.D.,  N.  Y. ; Col.  Fred  N.  Dow, 
Maine;  Rev.  F.  Boyd  Edwards,  N.  J. ; Rev.  A.  G.  Lawson,  D.D.,  N.  Y. ; 
J.  B.  Lewis,  Mass.;  Rev.  C.  S.  MacFarland,  D.D.,  N.  Y. ; John  McKee,  N. 
Y. ; Capt.  Henry  M.  Randall,  N.  Y.  ; A.  A.  Robbins,  N.  Y. ; Hon.  Wm.  S. 
Bennet,  N.  Y. ; Rev.  David  J.  Burrell,  D.D.,  N.  Y. ; Prof.  Charles  Scanlon, 
A.M.,  Pittsburgh,  Pa.;  H.  H.  Spooner,  Conn.;  Rev.  Charles  P.  Tinker,  D.D.,  N. 
Y. ; J.  G.  Van  Cise,  N.  J. ; Thomas  G.  Sayre,  N.  Y.  ; Rev.  Charles  Carroll,  Al- 
bertson, D.D.,  N.  Y. ; Rev.  Samuel  Zane  Batten,  D.D.,  Pa.;  T.  D.  Crothers, 
M.D.,  Conn.;  Rev.  James  V.  Chalmers,  N.  Y. ; Col.  Edward  H.  Haskell, 
Mass.;  Prof.  A.  A.  Hopkins,  Ph.D.,  N.  Y. ; Rev.  Rufus  W.  Miller,  D.D.,  • 
Pa.;  Rev.  Clarence  A.  Vincent,  D.D.,  Washington,  D.  C. ; Charles  E.  Fran- 
cis, N.  Y. ; Rev.  Paul  S.  Leinbach,  D.D.,  N.  Y. ; Mr.  John  Walton,  Pa.;  Mr. 
Frederick  Gates,  N.  Y. 


National  Conference  of  Charities  and  Correction. — The  National  Con- 
ference of  Charities  and  Corrections  meets  annually.  The  Forty-fourth  Session, 
1917,  will  be  held  at  Pittsburgh,  Pa.,  June  6-13.  President,  Frederic  Almy, 
Buffalo,  N.  Y. ; General  Secretary  and  Treasurer,  William  T.  Cross,  315 
Plymouth  Court,  Chicago,  111. 

The  purpose  of  the  national  conference  is  to  be  a forum  for  discussion 
of  the  various  problems  of  philanthr.ophy,  penology  and  social  progress.  The 
conference  does  not  formulate  platforms  nor  adopt  resolutions  calling  for 
action.  Proceedings  published,  cloth  bound,  about  700  pages;  price  $2.00. 

The  secretary’s  office  includes  a bureau  of  information  on  all  subjects 
concerning  charity  and  corrections,  service  free  to  members  of  the  confer- 
ence. Annual  dues  $3.00.  Sustaining  membership,  $10.00.  Headquarters, 
Chicago,  Illinois. 

The  Intercollegiate  Prohibition  Association. — President,  Dr.  D.  Leigh 
Colvin,  661  W.  179  St.,  N.  Y.  First  Vice  President,  Daniel  A.  Poling,  Mt. 
Vernon  and  Hancock  Sts.,  Boston,  Mass.  Second  Vice  President,  Rev.  Max- 
well Hall,  Columbus,  Ohio.  Secretary,  Elon  G.  Borton,  189  W.  Madison 
St.,  Chicago,  111.  Treasurer,  Harry  S.  Warner,  189  W.  Madison  St.,  Chi- 
cago, 111. 

MEMBERS  EXECUTIVE  COMMITTEE— Mark  R.  Shaw,  72  Mt.  Ver- 
non St.,  Boston,  Mass.;  S.  W.  Grathwell,  Chicago,  111. 

NATIONAL  HEADQUARTERS — 303  Security  Bldg.,  189  W.  Madison 
St.,  Chicago,  111.,  General  Secretary,  Harry  S.  Warner. 

OFFICIAL  ORGAN — The  Intercollegiate  Statesman. 


International  Reform  Bureau. — TRUSTEES — President,  W.  R.  Wedder- 
spoon,  D.D. ; Superintendent  and  Treasurer,  Rev.  W.  F.  Crafts,  Ph.D.,  2'06 
Pennsylvania  Ave.,  Washington,  D.  C. ; Assistant  Superintendent,  Rev.  Henry 
N.  Pringle;  Secretary,  Rev.  Henry  Austadt;  Prof.  Mitchell  Carroll,  Ph.D.; 
Rev.  Donald  C.  McLeod ; Rev.  Paul  R.  Hickok. 

LECTURERS,  CIVIC  EVANGELISTS  AND  SOCIAL  ENGINEERS 
— Superintendent  and  Treasurer,  Rev.  W.  F.  Crafts;  Assistant  Superintend- 
ent, Rev.  Henry  N.  Pringle;  Oriental  Secretary,  Rev.  E.  W.  Thwing;  Boston 
Secretary,  Rev.  J.  F.  Brant,  Boston,  Mass. ; Auditor,  B.  B.  Bassette,  New 
Britain ; Assistant  Auditor,  F.  S.  Ray ; Office  Secretary,  Mrs.  R.  E.  Pennell. 


National  Inter-Church  Temperance  Federation. — Hon.  Joshua  Levering, 
President,  Baltimore,  Md.  Rev.  J.  T.  McCory,  D.D.,  Vice  President,  Pitts- 
burgh, Pa.  Rev.  Charles  Scanlon,  LL.D.,  Secretary,  Pittsburgh,  Pa.  Rev. 
Thomas  H.  Acheson,  D.D.,  Rec.  Sec.,  Pittsburgh,  Pa.  Homer  J.  Hall,  M. 
D.,  Treasurer,  Franklin,  Ind.  Rev.  E.  C.  Dinwiddie,  A.  M.,  Superintendent 
Bureau  of  Information,  Washington,  D.  C. 


Templars  of  Honor  and  Temperance. — S.  T.,  W.  O.  Trezise,  Ironwood, 
Mich.  S.  V.  T.,  L.  E.  Lawton,  Fall  River,  Mass.  S.  R.,  Rev.  C.  S.  Wood- 
ruff, Allendale,  N.  J.  S.  T.,  William  L.  Condit,  Hoboken,  N.  J.  S.  C.,  J. 
H.  Kemp,  Baltic,  Mich.  S.  U.,  R.  H.  Churchill,  Marinette,  Wis.  S.  G., 
C.  H.  Wilkinson,  Ansonia,  Conn.  P.  S.  T.,  John  Sloan,  New  Britain,  Conn. 
S.  C.,  D.  I.  Robinson. 
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Independent  Order  of  Rechabites. — High  Chief  Ruler,  Chas.  T.  Carroll, 
314  S.  Capital  St.,  Washington,  D.  C.  High  Tent  Deputy  Ruler,  Sam  De 
Nedrey,  809  Sixth  St.,  N.  W.,  Washington,  D.  C.  High  Tent  Secretary,  John 
C.  Moore,  809  Sixth  St.,  N.  W.,  Washington,  D.  C.  Past  High  Tent  Chief 
Ruler,  Joseph  C.  Eller,  717  Seventh  St.,  Washington,  D.  C.  High  Tent 
Treasurer,  Lola  V.  Marks,  619  L.  St.,  Washington,  D.  C.  High  Tent  Chap- 
lain, Ella  M.  Chandler,  E.  Liverpool,  Ohio.  High  Tent  Levite,  : . 

High  Tent  Guard,  H.  F.  Palfreeman,  Pittsburgh,  Pa. 


The  Women’s  Prohibition  League  of  America. — President,  Mrs.  Georgia 
May  Jobson,  115  N.  Fifth  St.,  Richmond,-  Va.  Vice  President,  Mrs.  M.  E. 
Strother,  Richmond,  Va.  Corresponding  Secretary,  Mrs.  Elmer  Gilliam, 
Darlington  Heights,  Va.  Assistant  Corresponding  Secretary,  Mrs.  A.  M. 
Neff,  Richmond,  Va.  Recording  Secretary,  Mrs.  C.  C.  Satterwhite,  Rich- 
mond, Va.  Treasurer,  Mrs.  Imogen  Austin,  Richmond,  Va.  Secretary 
King’s  Builders,  Miss  Susie  Watson,  Cullen,  Va. 


CHURCH  TEMPERANCE  COMMITTEES 

The  Congregational  Church. — Chairman,  Rev.  C.  A.  Vincent,  Mt.  Pleas- 
ant Congregational  Church,  Washington,  D.  C. ; Mr.  William  Shaw,  An- 
dover, Mass. ; Rev.  H.  H.  Proctor,  Central  Congregational  Church,  Atlanta, 
Ga.  ; Mr.  A.  B.  Farwell,  19  S.  LaSalle  St.,  Chicago,  111.;  Rev.  Clifford  H. 
Smith,  Burlington,  Vt. ; Rev.  Geo.  A.  Brock,  88  Waterman  St.,  Lockport, 
N.  Y. ; Mr.  James  Schermerhorn,  The  Detroit  Times,  Detroit,  Mich. 


Episcopal  Church  Temperance  Society. — General  Officers:  President,  Rt. 

Rev.  Frederick  Courtney,  D.D.,  New  York.;  Treasurer,  Irving  Grinnell; 
General  Secretary,  H.  K.  Graham.  Superintendent  of  Anti-Saloon  Depart- 
ment, Rev.  James  E'mpringham,  D.D.  The  society  was  organized  within  the 
Protestant  Episcopal  Church  in  1881.  Its  adult  membership  combines  those 
who  temperately  use  and  those  who  totally  abstain  from  intoxicating  liquors 
as  beverages.  It  works  on  the  lines  of  moral  as  well  as  of  legal  suasion,  and 
its  practical  objects  are:  1.  Training  the  young  in  habits  of  temperance. 

2.  Rescue  of  the  drunkard.  3.  Restriction  of  the  saloon  by  legislation. 

4.  Counteractive  agencies,  such  as  iced  water  fountains,  lunch  wagons,  coach- 
men’s and  firemen’s  coffee  vans,  coffee-rooms,  workingmen’s  clubs,  reading- 
rooms,  and  other  attractive,  wholesome  resorts.  It  has  established  the  Squirrel 
Inn  Free  Reading  Room,  131  Bowery,  New  York,  and  the  Longshoremen’s 
Rest,  164  Eleventh  Ave.,  New  York.  Headquarters,  Metropolitan  Tower, 
New  York. 


The  Methodist  Episcopal  Church. — Headquarters,  204  Pennsylvania  Ave., 

S.  E.,  Washington,  D.  C.  Clarence  True  Wilson,  D.D.,  General  Secretary. 
Deets  Pickett,  Research  Secretary.  Ernest  Dailey  Smith,  D.D.,  Extension 
Secretary.  H.  K.  Madsen,  Secretary  for  Foreign  Language  Work.  C.  A. 
Tindley,  Secretary  for  Colored  Work.  Ina  L.  Bates,  Office  Secretary. 

BOARD  OF  MANAGERS — Bishop  William  F.  McDowell,  President, 
Washington,  D.  C. ; Dr.  Stephen  J.  Herben,  Vice  President,  Westfield,  N. 
J. ; Dr.  John  MacMurray,  Recording  Secretary,  Washington,  D.  C. ; William 

T.  Galliher,  Treasurer,  Washington,  D.  C. ; Dr.  A.  G.  Kynett,  Philadelphia, 

Pa. ; Henry  A.  Larson,  Denver,  Col. ; Dr.  J.  F.  Heisse,  Baltimore,  Md.  ; 

Hon.  William  Saulsbury,  Dover,  Del. ; J.  C.  McDowell,  Pittsburgh,  Pa. ; 

Alonzo  E.  Wilson,  Chicago,  111.;  William  H.  Anderson,  New  York  City; 

Charles  K.  Haddon,  Haddonfield,  N.  J. ; William  E.  Massey,  Ocean  City, 

N.  J. ; Walter  F.  Ballinger,  Philadelphia,  Pa. ; Melville  Gambrill,  Wilmington, 
Del.;  John  T.  Stone,  Baltimore,  Md. ; James  R.  Joy,  New  York  City;  Judge 
Charles  A.  Pollock,  Fargo,  N.  D. ; Joseph  W.  Young,  Cumberland,  Md. ; Dr. 
Claudius  B.  Spencer,  Kansas  City,  Mo. ; Dr.  W.  R.  Wedderspoon,  Chicago, 
111. ; Andrew  S.  Thomas,  Charleston,  W.  Va. ; Rev.  H.  N.  Cameron,  Wash- 
ington, Pa.  


The  Presbyterian  Church. — President,  Rev.  Thomas  Watters,  D.D. ; Vice 
President,  Rev.  T.  B.  Anderson,  D.D.  ; General  Secretary,  Rev  Charles  Scan- 
lon, LL.D.,  Columbia  Bank  Bldg.,  Pittsburgh,  Pa.;  Recording  Secretary, 
Mr.  Robert  J.  Gibson;  Members  of  the  Board,  Rev.  J.  H.  Snowden,  D.D. ; 
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Rev.  William  McEwan,  D.D. ; Rev.  John  Royal  Hariss,  D.D. ; Rev.  David 
R.  Breed,  D.D. ; Mr.  R.  V.  Johnson;  Mr.  W.  R.  Zeigler ; 0.  L.  Miller,  M.D. ; 
Mr.  Graham  C.  Well;  S.  H.  Thompson,  Esq.;  Mr.  W.  W.  Shields;  Mr. 
Wilson  A.  Shaw;  Rev.  Robert  H.  Kirk,  Lecturer  on  Scientific  Temperance; 
Miss  Marie  C.  Brehm.  Special  Lecturers,  Rev.  Duncan  C.  Milner ; Mrs.  S. 
E.  Gill.  Associate  Secretaries,  Rev.  Guy  W.  Wadsworth,  D.D. ; Rev.  Clar- 
ence G.  Miller,  Ph.D. ; Rev.  R.  C.  Westenberg,  D.D. ; Rev.  John  Steele; 
Rev.  E.  J.  Reisske ; Rev.  William  M.  Woodfin. 


The  Reformed  Church  in  America  (General  Synod  of) — A.  DeWitt 
Mason,  D.D*.,  Chairman,  New  York  City;  Mr.  H.  P.  Schneeweiss,  Secretary- 
Treasurer,  New  Brunswick,  N.  J. ; David  James  Burrell,  D.D.,  New  York 
City;  Ame  Vennema,  D.D.,  Holland,  Mich.;  Rev.  John  Lamar,  Chicago, 
111. ; Rev.  James  M.  Martin,  Paterson,  N.  J. ; Rev.  George  C.  Lenington, 
New  York  City;  Mr.  Cornelius  Dosker,  Grand  Rapids,  Mich.;  Mr.  E.  C. 
Talmage,  Albany,  N.  Y. ; Mr.  Anthony  Te  Paske,  Sioux  Center,  Iowa. 


Friends  in  America  (Five  Years  Meeting,  of) — Chairman,  S.  E.  Nichol- 
son, Richmond,  Ind. ; Secretary,  Elbert  Russell,  725  Euclid  avenue,  Balti- 
more, Md. ; Treasurer,  A.  F.  N.  Hambleton,  403  Columbia  Trust  Company, 
Los  Angeles,  Cal.  MEMBERS;  Roy  Cody,  Newmarket,  Ontario,  Canada; 
William  C.  Dennis,  Union  Trust  Bldg.,  Washington,  D.  C. ; Charles  Sisson, 
Providence,  R.  I.;  Benjamin  H.  Doane,  27  M,adison  Ave.,  New  York  City; 
L.  D.  Clark,  1124  Park  Road,  Washington,  D.  C. ; William  T.  Parker,  High 
Point,  N.  C. ; B.  F.  Marsh,  Winchester,  Ind. ; Morris  E.  Cox,  Westfield, 
Ind.;  O.  P.  Clark,  Georgetown,  111.;  William  Mather,  Tipton,  Iowa;  A.  J. 
Hadley,  Earlham,  Iowa;  Mary  E.  Sibbitt,  1545  South  Waco  St.,  Wichita, 
Kan.;  Albert  L.  Cox,  Lawrence,  Kan.;  Albert  J.  Brown,  Wilmington,  Ohio; 
R.  B.  Peelle,  Wilmington,  Ohio;  Walter  Day.  Greenleaf,  Idaho;  E.  H. 
Woodward,  Newberg,  Ore.;  Andrew  F.  Mitchell,  Long  Beach,  Cal.;  James 
Stephen,  Central  City,  Neb. 


Seventh  Day  Adventist — R.  D.  Quinn,  South  Lancaster,  Mass. ; R.  A. 
Underwood,  College  View,  Neb.;  B.  G.  Wilkinson,  411  Cedar  St.,  Takoma 
Park  Station,  Washington,  D.  C. ; M.  N.  Campbell,  Oshawa,  Ontario,  Can.; 
L.  H.  Christian,  3145  Lyndale  St.,  Chicago,  111.;  Chas.  Thompson,  2718 
Third  Ave.,  South  Minneapolis,  Minn.  ; C.  W.  Flaiz,  College  Place,  Wash. ; 
E.  E.  Andross,  Box  146,  Glendale,  Cal. ; W.  H.  Branson,  169  Bryan  St., 
Atlanta,  Ga. ; S.  E.  Wight,  2014  23rd  Ave.,  North,  Nashville,  Tenn. ; G.  F. 
Watson,  Keene,  Texas;  H.  S.  Shaw,  1109  14th  St.,  West,  Calgary,  Canada. 
National  Legislative  Secretary,  Prof.  C.  S.  Longacre,  Takoma  Park,  Wash- 
ington, D.  C. 

The  Reformed  Church  in  United  States. — President,  Rev.  C.  E.  Miller, 
D.D.,  LL.D.  Vice  President,  Rev.  Wm.  C.  Schaffer,  D.D.  Recording  Secre- 
tary, Rev.  J.  Harvey  Mickley,  D.D.  Treasurer,  Joseph  S.  Wise.  Attorney, 
C.  M.  Boush,  Philadelphia,  Pa.  Rev.  H.  H.  Apple,  D.D.,  Lancaster,  Pa. ; 
Rev.  C.  J.  Musser,  D.D.,  15th  and  Race  Sts.,  Philadelphia,  Pa. ; Rev.  H.  J. 
Christman,  D.D.,  Dayton,  Ohio;  Rev.  W.  Stuart  Cramer,  Lancaster,  Pa.; 
Rev.  James  Crawford,  D.D.,  4337  Pine  St.,  Philadelphia,  Pa.;  Rev.  J.  M.  G. 
Darms,  D.D.,  Allentown,  Pa. ; Rev.  C.  E.  Schaeffer,  D.D.,  15th  and  Race 
Sts.,  Philadelphia,  Pa.;  Rev.  P.  Vollmer,  D.D.,  Dayton,  Ohio;  Elder  Ed. 
IT.  Marcus,  Louisville,  Ky. ; Rev.  Rufus  W.  Miller,  D.D.,  15th  and  Race 
Sts.,  Philadelphia,  Pa. 


Southern  Baptist  Convention. — Rev.  A.  J.  Barton,  D.D.,  Dallas,  Texas; 
Pres.  S.  P.  Brooks,  LL.D.,  Waco,  Texas;  Rev.  J.  B.  Gambrell,  D.D., 
Dallas,  Texas;  Rev.  J.  M.  Dawson,  Waco,  Texas;  Rev.  F.  S.  Groner,  Waco, 
Texas;  Rev.  S.  J.  Porter,  D.D.,  San  Antonio,  Texas;  Mr.  W.  D.  Upshaw, 
Atlanta,  Ga. ; Rev.  E.  E.  Folk,  D.D.,  Nashville,  Tenn.;  Hon.  Joshua  Lev- 
ering, Baltimore,  Md. ; Rev.  G.  H.  Crutcher,  D.D.,  Shreveport,  La.;  Rev. 
M.  E'.  Dodd,  D.D.,  Shreveport,  La.;  Judge  A.  D.  Freeman,  Noonan,  Ga. 


United  Brethren  Church. — Dr.  A.  E.  Wright,  7102  Ellis  Ave.,  Chicago, 
111. ; Hon.  H.  M.  Whitcraft,  Logan,  Ohio ; Dr.  W.  H.  Washinger,  Chambers- 
burg,  Pa. ; Rev.  J.  A.  Groves,  Warsaw,  Ind. ; Dr.  R.  A.  Hitt,  Chillicothe, 
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Ohio;  Prof.  Mark  Keppel,  Los  Angeles,  Cal.;  Dr.  C.  W.  Kurtz,  R.  R.  1, 
Dayton,  Ohio ; Dr.  J.  A.  Lyter,  Harrisburg,  Pa. ; Dr.  W.  F.  Gruver,  Martins- 
burg,  West  Virginia. 


United  Presbyterian  Church. — President,  J.  T.  McCory,  D.D.,  Bellevue, 
Pa. ; Secretary,  Rev.  W.  L.  C.  Samson,  S — 14th  and  Bingham  Sts.,  Pitts- 
burgh, Pa.;  Treasurer,  Rev.  Charles  D.  Fulton,  D.D.,  Beaver,  Pa.;  J.  M. 
Nevin,  Esq.;  Rev.  J.  M.  Ferguson;  Rev.  H.  H.  Marlin. 


United  Evangelical  Church. — Permanent  Temperance  Committee:  H.  F. 

Schlegel,  414  W.  Orange  St.,  Lancaster,  Pa.;  J.  W.  Thompson,  239  East 
King  St.,  York,  Pa.;  M.  E.  Borger,  1108  Hay  St.,  Wilkinsburg,  Pa.;  H.  D. 
Shultz,  231  Finlay  St.,  Ohio;  C.  G.  Unangst,  Highland  Park,  111. 


Commission  on  Temperance  of  the  Federal  Council  of  the  Churches  of 
Christ  in  America. — The  commission  is  composed  of  representatives  of  the 
Temperance  Boards  or  Committees  of'  the  30  denominations  constituting  the 
Federal  Council. 

The  Commission  works  in  co-operation  with  the  National  Temperance 
Society  and  the  joint  bodies  publish  the  National  Temperance  Advocate,  the 
Water  Lily  and  the  Youth’s  Temperance  Banner. 

A temperance  movement  among  workingmen  is  under  the  direction  of 

Rev.  Charles  Stelzle,  Field  Secretary  of  the  Federal  Council,  who  also  pub- 

lishes a paper  for  workingmen  entitled  The  Worker. 

FEDERAL  COUNCIL  OF  THE  CHURCHES  OF  CHRIST  IN 
AMERICA — Rev.  Frank  Mason  North,  President;  Rev.  Charles  S.  Mc- 
Farland, General  Secretary;  Rev.  Charles  Stelzle,  Field  Secretary;  Rev. 

Worth  M.  Tippy,  Associate  Secretary  for  Social  Service;  Rev.  E.  W.  Rankin, 
Assistant  Secretary.  COMMISSION  ON  TEMPERANCE— Governor  Carl 
E.  Milliken,  Chairman.  Rev.  Charles  Scanlon,  Secretary. 

Headquarters,  51  United  Charities  Bldg.,  289  Fourth  Ave.,  corner  22nd 
St.,  New  York  City. 

Constituent  Bodies;  Baptist  Churches,  North,  National  Baptist  Conven- 
tion, Free  Baptist  Churches,  Christian  Church,  Congregational  Churches, 
Disciples  of  Christ,  Friends,  German  Evangelical  Synod,  Evangelical  Asso- 
ciation, Lutheran  Church,  General  Synod,  Mennonite  Church,  Methodist 
Episcopal  Church,  Methodist  Episcopal  South,  African  M.  E.  Church,  Afri- 
can M.  E.  Zion  Church,  Colored  M.  E.  Church  in  America,  Methodist  Protes- 
tant Church,  Moravian  Church,  Presbyterian  Church  in  the  U.  S.  A.,  Presby- 
terian Church  in  the  U.  S.,  Protestant  Episcopal  Commissions  on  Unity  and 
Social  Service,  Reformed  Church  in  America,  Reformed  Church  in  the  U.  S. 
A.,  Reformed  Episcopal  Church,  Reformed  Presbyterian  Church,  Seventh 
Day  Adventist  Church,  United  Brethren  Church,  United  Evangelical  Church, 
United  Presbyterian  Church,  General  Synod,  Welsh  Presbyterian  Church. 
Washington  Office:  1114  Woodward  Building,  Washington,  D.  C. 


The  Evangelical  Lutheran  Church  (General  Synod) — Rev.  Edwin  C.  Din- 
widdie,  Chairman,  30-33  Bliss,  Bldg.,  Washington,  D.  C. ; Rev.  Chas.  F. 
Steck,  D.D.,  Secretary,  1509  You  St.,  Washington,  D.  C. ; Rev.  A.  B.  Van 
Ormer,  D.D.,  1112  Seventh  St.,  Altoona,  Pa.;  Rev.  A.  E.  Wagner,  D.D., 
Gettysburg,  Pa. ; Rev.  Homer  W.  Tope,  D.D.,  1014  Stock  Exchange  Bldg., 
Philadelphia,  Pa., ; Rev.  C.  F.  Sanders,  Ph.D.,  Gettysburg,  Pa. ; Rev.  Henry 
Austadt,  1710  P.  St.,  Washington  D.  C. ; Rev.  P.  A.  Heilman,  D.D.,  1605 
McCulloch  St.,  Baltimore,  Md. ; Rev.  S.  T.  Nicholas,  810  E St.,  Washing- 
ton, D.  C. ; Mr.  W.  A.  Granville,  Ph.D.,  LL.D.,  Gettysburg,  Pa. ; Mr.  John 
H.  Fager,  M.D.,  Harrisburg,  Pa.;  Mr.  A.  Y.  Leech,  Jr.,  Natl.  Savings  & Trust 
Bldg.,  Washington,  D.  C. ; Mr.  C.  S.  Reeser,  Gettysburg,  Pa. ; Mr.  J.  San- 
derson, Baltimore,  Md. ; Mr.  R.  E.  Wines,  11  Ninth  St.,  Washington,  D.  C. 


The  Northern  Baptist  Convention. — Rev.  Samuel  Batten,  1701  Chestnut 
St.,  Philadelphia,  Pa.;  Rev.  Geo.  I.  Webb,  D.D.,  1701  Chestnut  St.,  Phila- 
delphia, Pa. ; W.  Q.  Roselle,  D.D.,  1701  Chestnut  St.,  Philadelphia,  Pa. 
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Committee  on  Temperance  and  Social  Service,  M.  E.  Church  South — 
T.  D.  Ellis,  Chairman ; L.  P.  Law,  Secretary ; E.  A.  Dannelly,  Montgomery, 
Ala. ; T.  G.  Howard,  Selma,  Ala. ; F.  S.  H.  Johnston,  Conway,  Ark. ; D.  H. 
Kern,  Alexandria,  Va. ; C.  W.  Ray,  Washington,  D.  C. ; W B.  Lee;  R.  C. 
Elliott;  Ocie  Speer;  W.  B.  Andrews,  Waxahachie,  Tex.;  J.  W.  Cline, 
Soochow,  China ; T.  C.  Chao,  Soocbow,  China ; C.  L.  McCausland,  Seattle, 
Wash.;  J.  J.  Lamb;  E.  E.  Clements,  Havanna,  Cuba;  R.  E.  Dickenson, 
Denver,  Colo. ; E.  S.  Whitehead ; S.  L.  Thoroughman ; T.  H.  Howard ; 
T.  P.  Turner,  Shawnee,  Okla. ; R.  M.  Roddie,  Ada,  Okla. ; W.  J.  Carpenter, 
Jacksonville,  Fla.;  R.  H.  Johnson;  E.  A.  Konken,  New  Braunfels,  Tex.; 
Chas.  Beneke;  J.  A.  Baylor,  Knoxville,  Tenn. ; C.  Q.  Counts,  Coeburn,  Va. ; 
W.  T.  Mathis,  Waverly,  111,;  J.  G.  Hardy;  S.  A.  Stewart;  J.  W.  Hughes, 
La  Grange,  Ky. ; W.  W.  Ball;  J.  L.  Gerdine,  Seoul,  Korea;  T.  D.  Scott, 

Hope,  Ark.;  J.  O.  A.  Bush;  R.  P.  Howell,  Los  Angeles,  Cal.;  E’.  B. 

Moore;  F.  S.  Parker,  Nashville,  Tenn.;  W.  A.  McKennon,  Shreveport,  La.; 
R.  E.  Woods;  R.  H.  Pigue,  Friendship,  Tenn.;  J.  R.  Bond;  J.  A.  Phippips ; 

J.  M.  Skinner;  J.  W.  Cooper;  L.  P.  Brown;  W A.  Hanna;  R.  T.  Bond; 

P.  D.  Hartman,  Missoula,  Mont.;  T.  B.  Ragan;  J.  R.  Cochran,  Artesia, 
N.  M. ; I.  J.  Ayers,  El  Paso,  Tex. ; W.  N.  Manning,  Talladega,  Ala. ; F. 
W.  Brandon,  Anniston,  Ala. ; N.  E.  Coltrane,  Carthage,  N.  C. ; C.  S.  Wal- 
lace ; R.  G.  Smith ; E.  A.  Copelan ; J.  H.  Sherard ; J.  R.  Countiss,  Gren- 
ada, Miss.;  R.  C.  Dial;  A.  L.  Andrews,  Wichita  Falls,  Tex.;  J.  F.  Corbin; 
F.  D.  Hernandez;  J.  W.  Story,  Plainview,  Tex.;  G.  W.  Backus;  M T. 
Vaughan;  J.  A.  B.  Fry,  Berkeley,  Cal.:  M.  T.  Haw,  St.  Louis,  Mo.;  R.  S. 
Sparks;  J.  M.  Terrell;  C.  DuRant,  Manning,  S.  C. ; W.  A.  Massebeau, 
Orangeburg,  S.  C. ; H.  J.  Fullbright ; W.  C.  Beasley,  Springfield,  Mo. ; 
J.  R.  Miller;  J.  J.  Stowe,  Franklin,  Tenn.;  O.  K.  Holladay,  Cookeville, 
Tenn.;  S.  R.  Hay,  Houston,  Tex.;  T.  N.  Graham;  J.  W.  Stiff,  South  Hill, 
Va. ; Frank  Talbott,  Franklin,  Va. ; T.  N.  Robinson;  W.  N.  Hagy ; W D. 
Bradfield,  Dallas,  Tex.;  G.  T.  Rowe,  Greensboro,  N.  C. ; E.  A.  Cole;  S.  H. 
Bowman;  W.  I.  Canter,  Fairmont,  W.  Va. ; M.  M.  Smith;  R.  J.  Raney. 


The  Catholic  Total  Abstinence  Union  of  America. — ADVISORY  BOARD 
— Most  Rev.  John  Ireland,  D.D.,  Chairman;  Most  Rev.  Edmond  F.  Prender- 
gast,  D.D. ; Most  Rev.  James  J.  Keane,  D.D. ; Most  Rev.  Henry  Moeller, 
D.D. ; Rt.  Rev.  Michael  Hoban,  D.D. ; Rt.  Rev.  Peter  J.  Muldoon,  D.D. ; 
Rt.  Rev.  Philip  J.  Garrigan,  D.D. ; Rt.  Rev.  Paul  P.  Rhode,  D.D.  ; Rt.  Rev. 
Regis  Canevin,  D.D.,  Secretary. 

EXECUTIVE  COUNCIL — Spiritual  Director,  Most  Rev.  James  J.  Keane, 
D.D.,  Dubuque,  Iowa;  President,  Rev.  John  G.  Beane,  S.  T.  B.,  Pittsburgh, 
Pa. ; First  Vice  President,  Rev.  Dennis  J.  Kane,  Wellsboro,  Pa.;  Second  Vice 
President,  Mr.  James  E’.  Dougherty,  Haverford,  Pa. ; Third  Vice  President, 
Mrs.  Thomas  J.  Hackett,  New  York;  Treasurer,  Rev.  Maurice  J.  O’Connor, 
D.D.,  Boston,  Mass.;  General  Secretary,  Mr.  Thomas  E.  McCloskey,  Dan- 
bury, Conn.;  President  Priest’s  League,  Very  Rev.  M.  A.  Lambing,  Scott  - 
dale,  Pa. 
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Literature  on  the  Alcohol  Question 

(Including  a few  of  the  older  standard  works,  and  classified, 
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BOOKS 

!.  Physiological  and  Psychological 

Allen,  Mrs.  Martha  M.  ALCOHOL  IN  MEDICINE. 

American  Assn,  for  the  Study  and  Cure  of  Inebriety  (Dr.  T.  D.  Crothers). 

DISEASE  OF  INEBRIETY.  Postpaid,  $2.15. 

Bowers,  Edwin  F.  ALCOHOL,  ITS  INFLUENCE  ON  MIND  AND 
BODY.  $1.25. 

Committee  of  Fifty.  PHYSIOLOGICAL  ASPECTS  OF  THE  LIQUOR 
PROBLEM.  2 vols.  Postpaid,  $4.85. 

Conklin,  Edward  Grant.  HEREDITY  AND  ENVIRONMENT.  $2.00. 
Crothers,  D.  T.  DISEASE  OF  INEBRIETY.  $2.15. 

Cutten,  Geo.  B.  PSYCHOLOGY  OF  ALCOHOLISM.  Postpaid,  $1.65. 
Dodge,  R.,  and  Benedict,  F.  G.  PSYCHOLOGICAL  EFFECTS  OF 
ALCOHOL.  $2.50. 

Fisher,  Herbert  Wescott.  MAKING  LIFE  WORTH  WHILE  (Chap. 
8)  $1  20 

Fisher,  Prof.  Irving,  and  Fisk,  Eugene  Lyman,  M.D.  HOW  TO  LIVE.  $1.00. 
Gulick.  CONTROL  OF  MIND  AND  BODY.  50c. 

Gustafson,  Axel.  THE  FOUNDATIONS  OF  DEATH.  Postpaid,  $1.65. 
Guyer,  Michael  F.  BEING  WELL  BORN.  $1.00. 

Healy,  William,  M.D.  THE  INDIVIDUAL  DELINQUENT.  $5.00. 
Horsley,  Sir  Victor,  and  Sturge,  Mary  D.,  M.D.  ALCOHOL  AND  THE 
HUMAN  BODY.  Postpaid,  50c. 

Hughes,  M.  S.  LOGIC  OF  PROHIBITION.  75c. 

Hutchinson.  HANDBOOK  OF  HEALTH,  65c. 

Kelynack,  T.  N.,  M.D.,  Editor.  THE  DRINK  PROBLEM  OF  TODAY. 

By  Fourteen  Medical  Authorities.  Postpaid,  $2.60. 

McBride,  C.  A.  THE  MODERN  TREATMENT  OF  ALCOHOLISM 
AND  DRUG  NARCOTISM.  Postpaid,  $2.15. 

Neff,  I.  H.  MODERN  TREATMENT  OF  INEBRIETY. 

Neff,  I.  H.  PRACTICAL  TREATMENT  OF  INEBRIETY  IN  A STATE 
INSTITUTION. 

Partridge,  G.  E.  STUDIES  IN  THE  PSYCHOLOGY  OF  INTEMPER- 
ANCE. Postpaid,  $1.08. 

Stoddard,  Cora  Frances.  HANDBOOK  OF  MODERN  FACTS  ABOUT 
ALCOHOL.  Postpaid,  cloth,  75c;  paper,  50c. 

Thompson,  Vance.  DRINK  AND  BE  SOBER.  $1.00. 

Towns,  Charles  B.  HABITS  THAT  HANDICAP.  Postpaid,  $1.30. 
Williams,  Henry  Smith,  M.D.  ALCOHOL:  HOW  IT  AFFECTS  THE 

INDIVIDUAL,  THE  COMMUNITY  AND  THE  RACE.  Postpaid,  55c. 

II.  Economic 

Bagnell,  Robert,  Ph.D.,  D.D.  ECONOMIC  AND  MORAL  ASPECTS  OF 
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THE  LINCOLN-LEE  LEGION 


Or  Abstinence  Department,  is  one  of  the  most  effective 
agencies  through  which  the  Anti-Saloon  League  of  America 
is  promoting  nation-wide  temperance  education.  Its  work  is 
done  in  and  by  the  Sunday  Schools.  By  program  and  pledges 
it  impresses  temperance  teachings  upon  the  minds  of  grow- 
ing youth,  and  by  the  exhibition  of  posters  in  public  places 
and  the  distribution  of  leaflets  in  the  homes,  it  reaches  the 
entire  community  with  the  same  wholesome  truths. 

More  than  three  and  a half  millions  of  the  Lincoln-Lee 
life- pledges  have  been  signed  during  the  past  dozen  years. 
The  big  task  which  the  Lincoln-Lee  Legion  is  undertaking 
at  present  is 

THE  CIRCULATION  OF  THE  “WAR-TIME”  LINCOLN-LEE 
PLEDGE  AMONG  BOTH  SOLDIERS  AND  CIVILIANS 
THROUGHOUT  THE  NATION.  On  World’s  Temperance  Sunday,. 
November  4,  1917,  this  war-time  pledge,  with  a rousing  program  of 
songs,  flag  drills,  responsive  services,  etc.,  will  be  presented  in  the 
Sunday  Schools  of  the  nation,  and  by  the  co-operation  of  these  Sunday 
Schools  these  pledges  will  be  presented  to  soldiers  in  all  cantonments 
and  to  civilians  of  both  sexes  in  all  states,  as  rapidly  as  possible.  Write 
at  once  to  the  Lincoln-Lee  Legion,  Westerville,  Ohio,  for  complete  in- 
formation in  regard  to  these  plans,  and  for  FREE  sample  of  the  “War- 
Time”  pledge  printed  in  two  colors,  and  adorned  with  the  allied  flags. 


YOUNG  PEOPLE’S  m TEMPERANCE 

See  that  the  young  people  of  your  community  are  or- 
ganized for  temperance  work.  Get  the  benefit  of  their  en- 
ergy, enthusiasm,  and  zeal.  There  is  work  for  every  one  of 
them  to  do.  Why  not  set  them  to  work  at  once,  today? 

THE  YOUNG  PEOPLE’S  COOPERATIVE 
TEMPERANCE  BUREAU 

is  intended  as  a national  clearing-house  for  the  temperance 
activities  of  the  Christian  Endeavorers,  Epworth  Leagues, 
Luther  Leagues,  Baptist  Young  People’s  Unions,  the  Young 
People’s  Band  of  the  W.  C.  T.  U.,  Young  People’s  Christian 
Union,  and  all  other  young  people’s  organizations.  Its  plans 
include  methods  for  doing  practical,  effective  work  in  dry 
campaigns,  among  doubtful  voters,  among  foreigners,  among 
young  citizens.  It  outlines  a thorough-going,  year-round 
campaign  of  education  for  any  community.  Its  motto  is 
“Education  as  a means  to  the  complete  extermination  of  the 
liquor  traffic.” 

If  you  w^ant  the  young  people  of  your  community  to  do 
enthusiastic,  effective  work  for  Prohibition,  write  today  for 
full  information  to 

THE  YOUNG  PEOPLE’S  COOPERATIVE  TEMPERANCE  BUREAU 

E.  H.  Dailey,  Director  - - Westerville,  Ohio 


NEW  TEMPERANCE  BOOKS 

BY  AMERICAN  ISSUE  PUBLISHING  COMPANY 


DEFEAT  or  VICTORY?  JvOKE  UP  ENGLAND 

By  ARTHUR  MEE  and  STUART  HOLDEN 

In  many  respects  the  most  sensational  document  of  the 
war.  A terrific  arraignment  of  the  liquor  trade  and  its 
shameless  betrayal  of  the  liberties  of  England.  A warning 
to  loyal  Americans. 

“Our  nation  faces  a possibility  of  experiences  such  as  this 
book  describes.  Every  patriot  should  read  it.” — War  Prohi- 
bition Conservation  Committee. 

The  first  edition  of  100,000  copies  was  sold  in  20  days. 

96  Pages;  Heavy  Paper  Binding;  Special  Prices 

Price,  25c  per  copy  on  Quantities 

This  is  a splendid  campaign  and  war-time  document — 
buy  it  by  the  dozen  or  hundred  and  circulate  it  everywhere. 
Get  it  to  the  SOLDIERS. 


WHEN  A STATE  GOES  DRY 

By  FRED  O.  BLUE,  Prohibition  Commissioner  of  West  Virginia 

A collection  of  facts  on  the  subject  of  Prohibition  in  West 
Virginia,  gathered  by  the  man  who  probably  knows  more 
than  anyone  else  about  the  actual  workings  of  Prohibition  in 
that  state.  A splendid  handbook  on  Prohibition  for  any 
speaker,  as  it  gives  first-hand  information,  and  refutes  the 
misrepresentations  of  the  wets. 

Circulate  this  book  in  your  campaigns — it  is  bound  to 
win  many  votes. 

120  Pages;  Cloth  binding;  Attractive  Prices 

Price,  75c  postpaid  on  Quantities 


FEDERAL  AND  STATE  LAWS  RELATING 
To  INTOXICATING  LIQUORS  To  JUNE,  1916 

By  WAYNE  B.  WHEELER, 

Attorney  for  the  Anti-Saloon  League  of  America 

A valuable  digest  of  the  state  and  federal  laws  relating 
to  intoxicating  liquors;  also  a practical  program  for  law 
enforcement,  and  an  outline  of  the  machinery  necessary  for 
making  it  effective. 

96  pages;  Heavy  paper  binding;  25c  per  copy 


THE  AMERICAN  ISSUE  PUBLISHING  COMPANY. 

WESTERVILLE,  OHIO 


YOU  CAN  BE  SURE 

IF  YOU  USE 

SCIENTIFIC  TEMPERANCE  LITERATURE 

Don’t  make  wild  guesses  and  use  haphazard  figures  when  you  can 
have  at  your  fingers’  end  the  most  accurate  and  comprehensive  state- 
ments of  the  teachings  of  modern  science  on  the  subject  of  alcohol. 
The  material  prepared  by  the 

SCIENTIFIC  TEMPERANCE  FEDERATION,  OF  BOSTON 

gives  the  findings  of  modern  science  on  the  relation  of  alcohol  to  Acci- 
dents, Athletics,  Physical  and  Mental  Work,  Health,  Long  Life,  Child 
Welfare,  Taxes,  Pauperism,  Insanity,  Crime,  etc.  These  statistics  are 
of  vital  importance.  The  liquor  interests  have  attacked  them  but  have 
never  been  able  to  disprove  or  refute  them. 

POSTERS 

The  list  includes  57  large  posters,  printed  on  heavy  paper,  size  24x36 
inches,  all  illustrated  with  pictures  or  diagrams,  many  printed  in  two 
colors.  Seven  new  titles  have  been  added  recently:  No.  51 — Railroads 

Need  Sober  Employees.  No.  52’ — Small  Accidents  That  Might  Happen 
to  You.  No.  53 — Bad  Accidents  No.  54 — Drinkers’  Wounds  Heal  More 
Slowly.  No.  55 — Drinkers  Had  More  Deaths  From  Wounds.  No.  56 — 
Drink  Boosts  Death  Rate.  No.  57 — Hit  the  Mark. 

Price,  20c  each,  or  $5.70  for  complete  set  of  57 

HANDBOOK 

The  first  50  posters  are  also  published  in  the  form  of  a Handbook, 
which  contains  full-page , reproductions  of  the  posters  in  colors,  with 
text  giving  additional  facts  and  details. 

Price,  75c  per  copy,  in  cloth  binding;  50c  per  copy,  in  manilla  binding 

LEAFLETS 

The  57  posters  are  published  in  leaflet  form,  size  6x9  inches,  in 
colors — exact  reproductions  of  the  large  posters.  _ These  leaflets  are  ideal 
for  general  distribution.  As  most  of  them  are  in  colors,  they  are  very 
Striking  and  effective. 

Price,  60  cents  for  57;  $5.70  for  12  full  sets. 

.Attractive  Prices  on  Quantities 


Are  you  keeping  in  touch  with  the  discoveries  of  modern  science 
and  industry — do  you  know  what  other  nations  are  doing  to  banish  the 
drink  evil?  Every  teacher,  every  temperance  worker,  every  student  of 
the  liquor  question,  should  read 

THE  SCIENTIFIC  TEMPERANCE  JOURNAL 

to  know  what  the  foremost  authorities  of  our  nation  and  of  other 
nations  are  saying  and  doing  on  this  great  question.  The  Scientific 
Temperance  Journal  is  a quarterly  publication,  each  number  containing 
64  pages,  dealing  with  the  medical,  legal,  historical,  industrial  and  social 
aspects  of  the  liquor  problem.  Each  issue  contains  valuable  articles  by 
distinguished  foreign  and  American  scientists.  These  are  not  written  in 
obscure,  technical  language,  but  are  intended  for  the  average  person. 
You  need  it.  Cora  Frances  Stoddard,  Editor.  Price,  $1.00  per  year. 

Send  All  Orders  for  Above  Material  to 

AMERICAN  ISSUE  PUBLISHING  CO.,  WESTERVILLE,  OHIO 


PROHIBITION  MARCHING 
ROUND  THE  WORLD 

Four  Important  Volumes  Dealing  With  the  World-Wide 
Aspect  of  the  Liquor  Problem 


RUSSIAN  PROHIBITION 

By  ERNEST  GORDON 

A concise  summary  of  the  facts  about  the  working  of  the  Prohibition 
policy  in  Russia,  made  after  careful  study  of  the  conditions  there.  It  is 
the  greatest  compilation  of  facts  yet  presented  in  English  on  the  subject 
of  Russian  Prohibition.  The  marvelous  transformation  of  the  life  of 
Russia,  as  told  by  authorities  whose  accuracy  cannot  be  questioned,  is 
a tremendous  object  lesson  to  the  rest  of  the  world. 

80  pages;  Paper;  Price,  25c  postpaid 


THE  LIQUOR  PROBLEM  IN  RUSSIA 

BY  WILLIAM  E.  JOHNSON 

An  exhaustive  study  of  the  history  of  the  liquor  traffic  in  Russia, 
from  the  middle  ages  to  January,  1915.  You  need  this  volume  in  order 
to  understand  the  historical,  social  and  political  background  of  the  vodka 
problem  in  Russia.  An  exceedingly  interesting  and  well  written  book. 

230  pages,  containing  many  illustrations  and  maps;  handsomely 
bound  in  cloth.  Price,  $1.00  postpaid. 


The  Anti-Alcohol  Movement  in  Europe 

BY  ERNEST  GORDON 

A careful,  detailed  study  of  the  liquor  problem  in  the  various  coun- 
tries of  the  world,  together  with  a history  of  the  progress  of  Prohibition 
up  to  the  year  1913.  A valuable  work. 

234  pages;  Attractive  cloth  binding;  Price,  postpaid,  $1.60. 


PROHIBITION  ADVANCE  IN  ALL  LANDS 

BY  GUY  HAYLER,  President  of  the  International  Prohibition  Confederation 

A study  of  the  world-wide  character  of  the  drink  problem.  The 
author  calls  it  “a  survey  of  the  ever-widening  struggle  against  the 
liquor  traffic.” 

336  pages;  Bound  in  heavy  cardboard;  Price,  75c  postpaid. 
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STANDARD  PUBLICATIONS 

“History  of  the  Anti -Saloon  League,”  by  Ernest  H.  Cherring- 
ton.  A careful  study  of  the  origin  and  growth  oi  the 
Anti- Saloon  League.  162  pages;  cloth;  50c  postpaid. 

“Moral  Law  and  Civil  Law,”  by  Col.  Eli  F.  Ritter,  of  the  In- 
dianapolis Bar.  Cloth,  $1.00;  paper,  50c;  280  pages. 

“Disease  of  Inebriety,”  by  the  American  Association  for  the 
Study  and  Cure  of  Inebriety.  400  pages;  cloth;  $2.15. 

“Cutting  It  Out,”  by  Samuel  G.  Blythe,  the  brilliant  and  ver- 
satile journalist  of  the  Saturday  Evening  Post.  60  pages; 
board  covers;  40c. 

“The  Saloon  Fight  at  Berne,  Indiana,”  by  Fred  G.  Rohrer. 
The  true  story  of  Berne’s  long  struggle  to  rid  itself  of 
the  liquor  traffic.  148  pages;  cloth;  50c. 

“Grant’s  Strategy  at  Chattanooga,”  by  Rev.  J.  C.  Jackson, 
D.D.,  former  editor  of  The  American  Issue.  165  pages; 
cloth;  75c. 

The  Story  of  the  Three  Great  Conventions  Held  by  the  Anti- 
Saloon  League — “Proceedings  of  the  Anti- Saloon  League 
Convention  at  Columbus,  1913” — 348  pages,  paper  bind- 
ing, 50c;  “Proceedings  of  the  Anti-Saloon  League  Con- 
vention at  Atlantic  City,  1915” — 544  pages,  paper,  $1.00; 
“Proceedings  of  the  Anti- Saloon  League  Convention  at 
Indianapolis,  1916” — 218  pages,  paper,  50c. 

“Particeps  Criminis,”  by  Rev.  E.  S.  Chapman,  author  of  “A 
Stainless  Flag.”  106  pages;  cloth;  75c. 

“The  Federal  Government  and  the  Liquor  Traffic,”  by  Wil- 
liam E.  Johnson.  275  pages;  cloth;  $1.00. 

“How  to  Win” — A book  for  girls,  by  Frances  E.  Willard. 
125  pages;  cloth  binding;  $1.00  postpaid. 

“The  Lincoln  Legion,”  by  Dr.  Louis  Albert  Banks.  A book 
for  boys;  well  illustrated;  256  pages;  cloth;  75c. 

Twelve  volumes  by  John  G.  Woolley — “Civic  Sermons,”  in  8 
volumes,  cloth,  price  $7.50  per  set;  “A  Sower,”  cloth,  50c; 
“Christian  Citizen,”  cloth,  75c;  “Civilization  by  Faith,” 
cloth,  65c;  “South  Sea  Letters,”  cloth,  $1.00. 

WHOLESOME  FICTION 

“Quarrytown,”  by  Douglas  Dobbins,  is  a tale  of  the  strug- 
gles of  a small  town  to  rid  itself  of  the  saloon.  The 
struggling  editor,  the  gruff  old  doctor  and  his  winsome 
daughter,  the  witty  Irish  bartender,  and  all  the  rest  of 
the  characters,  are  real.  273  pages;  cloth;  $1.00  postpaid. 

“The  Shadow  on  the  Hearth,”  by  Forrest  Halsey.  A power- 
ful romance  showing  the  ravages  of  alcohol  in  the  home. 
156  pages;  board  cover;  50c,  postpaid. 

“A  Campaign  Courtship,”  by  Paul  Penniman.  A delightful 
tale  of  the  “course  of  true  love”  when  it  gets  mixed  up 
with  practical  politics,  reform,  a Sunday  School  picnic,  a 
temperance  campaign,  and  a split  in  the  church.  131 
pages;  cloth;  50c,  postpaid. 
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